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(Whereupon, the proceedings commenced at 9:35 o'clock A.M. as follows:)
PRESIDENT JON R. KERIAN: I call to order the 59th Annual General Assembly of the Integrated Bar of the
State of North Dakota. This is the 80th Annual Meeting of the State Bar Association. I would ask Mr. Roger
Erickstad to lead us in thePledge of Allegiance.
(Whereupon, the Pledge of Allegiance was led by Mr. Roger Erickstad.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: I will now call upon the Reverend Father Dale Lagondinsky of the Church of the
Nativity of Fargo to give the invocation prayer. Father Lagondinsky.
FATHER DALE LAGONDINSKY: Anybody who draws me out at 9:30 in the morning gets a few other words,
too. I am five feet one inches tall, and Judge Ronald Davies and I are the same size.
But I would like to just say a word about lawyers. It's a joke I heard. I thought I should share it with you before
we pray.
Seems you had your last convention down in Miami, and they were out deep sea fishing. One fell over in sharkinfested waters. Of course they immediately started a prayer service there. It was already over when they noticed
the fins all formed a circle around this gentleman and brought him over to the boat and flipped him in. And they
just thought it was a miracle. God is, indeed, good to lawyers. And one of the sharks just poked his head up and
said, "No, it's professional courtesy."
I thank you for inviting me to be with you today. I think it's important for us if we are going topray to realize
our responsibilities in doing so; to gather ourselves before God as we understand him, and to hold ourselves accountable.
Almighty God, you have created us in your own image. You have entrusted this world to our care. And we have
ourselves so confused it and so abused it that You had to redeem us. We scream that peace should exist, and at the
same time are unwilling to be peacemakers. We scream that we should be able to love freely, and yet will not be
held accountable for it. We violate Your law. And we scream to the heavens that there is no freedom, and at the
same time we seek to be irresponsible in our exercise of it. Teach us, oh Father, how we might learn that there is
no love without responsibility. How we, who exercise our agile minds, and the skills of our tongue, might commit
ourselves to so freeing people that they might be responsible for who they are. That we might in everything we say
and do seek to make this world more and more accountable for what it is. Never, Lord, allow us to make law an end
in itself. May it always be a means by which Your people are freed to be more and more the people you made them
to be - in Your own image. We ask this in the name of the Lord. Amen.
PRESIDENT-ELECT J. PHILIP JOHNSON: Good morning. I am Phil Johnson, President-Elect of the State
Bar. And at this time it's my pleasure and privilege to introduce to you for the purpose of making the Presidential
address our President and the newest member of our distinguished judiciary of the State, Jon R. Kerian of Minot.
(Applause.)
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PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Phil.
Another year comes to a close. The 80th meeting ushers in the decade of the '80s. And it is time to reflect and
forecast.
We can reflect on the activities of the past year, the accomplishments of this Bar Association, and predict and
forecast what we can look forward to in the future. And you, the Bar members, will be at the center of all of the
reflection and all of the forecasting of the activities to come. It was you who have caused whatever
accomplishments have been achieved, and it is you who will make the changes to accomodate the demands of the
future.
I am particularly proud of the committee work this year. There were more hours put into committees and
committee work this year than any year that I can remember since I have been a member of the Bar. The
committee reports that you will hear later in the General Assembly will bear this out. I will not attempt to catalog
the achievements of these committees; I will leave that to the committee chairmen who were the foundation of this
good committee work.
These committee members found the participation interesting. And it is only from prolonged diligence that
any results can ever be tallied. We have larger Bar Asociations in the United States. For instance, the Patent Bar
of New York has more lawyers in its membership than the State Bar Association of North Dakota. But at national
meetings North Dakota is respected and recognized as a leader; this comes not from size, but from concepts,
planning, and implementation of good ideas. The North Dakota Bar has a history of being innovative, creating for
ourselves, but not hesitant to borrow the best concepts that will suit our needs.
Presently we are undertaking a study of the defense of the indigent to find the best way that it can beaccomplished in the State of North Dakota.
We have in North Dakota no borrowed concept. We can find no borrowed concept that will fit our rural
socioeconomic climate. We must find an answer to this problem ourselves. The answer that we find will be a
leading method adopted by other rural states who are similarly affected as we are.
I believe it was John Milton that said, "It is paradise lost that they also serve who only stand and wait." This is
nonsense in Bar activity work. Committees can only function by their memberships. Prepaid legal plans, lawyer
referral service, and examination of our insurance needs, dialogue with the Federal Bench, positive collegial
assistance for the alcoholic lawyer, a good law-related education pilot program, specialization, paralegal
education leading to a professional degree, have received the most emphasis this year.
It must be noted that when we iecite those particular committees or the results of committee work, that many
of these programs benefit those outside of our profession. Some of them are particularly for lawyers, but more
than half of the work that is done and accomplished by committees is for the benefit of the lay community.
There are areas that must be delved into only by us that benefit outside lay persons, because only our
profession can do it. There are areas that are peculiar to our domain that only we can provide solutions to, those
problems that are legal in nature, but problems legal in nature nevertheless benefit the community. And lawyers,
I think, stand the tallest in service to the community.
The committee work that I have recited is the past. And I think we have to turn to the future - the first year of
the decade of the '8Os. On Law Day in Rugby, North Dakota, a long-range planning retreat was held that pointed
specifically to the future. Thirty-five members of the Bar, a good cross-section of our membership, met to discuss
the relationship of the lawyer to the public, the relationship of the lawyer to the Courts, the relationship of the
lawyer to the Bar Association. Meaningful programs which will result in improving our relationships in these
three categories were discussed and promulgated.
One resounding clarion call that emanated from the retreat showed the strength of our State Bar, and that is
the State Bar should remain an integrated and unified Bar. This is our strength in North Dakota, and it must be
preserved.
It was pointed out that a state that has 1200 members of the Bar must be integrated if it can survive, if it can
help its membership. The membership would derive no benefit from any Bar Association that is voluntary,
because the membership would be too snt'll to have any worthwhile programs, too small to carry out the services
that are demanded, the growing demand each year that must be met for lawyers asking for help in professional
matters from the Bar Association.
The State Bar Association, like any other organization, is not immune from problems which confront any good
law office or good business. Unplanned growth occasioned by demand for services, as we lawyers regulate ourselves, would be disastrous. We find we must supply services necessary for the continued prolessional competence. We have established CLE. We have established other programs for the benefit of the lawyers. New services demand new methods. New services result in growth.
From time to time I hear that the Bar Association has come a long way since it was operated out of the hip
pocket of Lynn Grimson. Lynn Grimson was a part-time Secretary who held that job many, many years ago. Now
we have a full-time Executive Director with a staff. That staff must grow. New requirements, new demands, are
being placed on the Bar, and the administration cannot be static. It must grow, too.
I think the Bar Association in meeting in Rugby showed that we must as lawyers continue dialogue with the
public in a way that we can expound on what we, as lawyers, do. The public's knowledge of our judicial system is
appalling. I think that when I was in high school, junior high, I guess, we had a course called Civics. And that
Civics course attempted to teach us about courts, things like that. I don't think they teach that anymore. At least it
seems that way. Because most of the public that the lawyer talks with is totally ignorant.on the makeup of the
court and that court system. I've talked to jurors who are amazed at how the courts function. It was their first
brush with the courts. And then all of a sudden after serving on a jury panel they knew something about what it's
all about. Not everybody can serve on a jury. But it's a shame that it's only after jury service that any citizen
becomes aware of what the judicial system is about. If we could all serve on some kind of committees as lay
persons, Judicial Improvement, committees like that, then we could understand; they would find that the judicial
system consists of the courts, the courts satellite lay persons, the clerks, the lawyers. They have not the slightest
idea what the judicial system consists of. And it is appalling. But it's up to us to correct that. The relationship that
we have with the public can best be expressed through the press. To that end the long-range planning retreat
suggested that we reestablish the Free Press - Fair Trial Committee and have meetings with the press so that we
can educate the press when it comes to writing and speaking on judicial matters.
It was found that perhaps the press, in covering a story, sends its rookie reporter. They cover the courthouse.
Then after getting experience he is promoted to a different beat, one where he can get a by-line, perhaps cover
something more important, like down in Bismarck in the legislature. So the stories that come out of the
newspapers, it was found, are usually not correct, or are deficient in important matters. That's our fault, that's not
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the fault of the newspaper reporter. It was suggested at the long-range planning retreat that we don't give them
the time of day, we won't talk to them. Whether that's from reticence, pride, sophistication, or whatever, we don't
relate to people, we don't relate to the press. We're too busy. Things are too confidential. We're out here all by ourselves (indicating). We walk a different path than the public, so the public is apprehensive of lawyers. They are
afraid to approach us. They are afraid to approach lawyers when they need help. They are afraid to approach
lawyers when they have questions about the judicial system.
We have to get to the public. The public isn't going to come to us. And I think if the long-range planning retreat
was emphatic in its desire specifying a desire of the Bar to go out and meet the public, that must be done. I think in
the 190's nothing better could he accomplished than for the lawyer to go to the public for educational purposes,
finding out ways of, well, getting their message across, institutional advertising, meeting the public, so the public
looks at us as a profession ready to help, not a closed cabalistic organization that we only talk to ourselves and will
not relate to anybody that has not a law degree.
The results of the long-range planning retreat will be published. The important issues will be furnished to the
members of our Bar. Study them. Look at them. And, above all, find out in which way you can be a part of these important changes coming to fruition. All of you that are here are here because you are interested in the Bar
Association; and, as members of the Bar Association, interested in it. You must find which of these areas you
would like to work in, and continue the good committee work that has been done.
I thank all of you for the help that you have given to the Bar in attaining what the Bar has this past year.
I remember walking back from the courthouse once with a client after I won a case - That wasn't very often.
Sometimes I would. - and I told the client I was rather goading him, and he fell into my trap, I said, "Boy," I said,
"I sure really beat 'em, didn't I?Wasn't I superb? Nobody else could have done that." I was just really laying it on
what agreat job I did. And he said "Wait a minute." He said. "You didn't do that all by yourself." I said, "Oh yes I
did," He said, "No, you didn't. Look at those good witnesses. They really carried the day." I said, "Look," I said,
"l did itall by myself." Isaid, "I'mgoing to take all of the credit. Because if Iwould have lost, Iwould have had to
take all of the blame." I will take whatever credit I have coming in accomplishing what has been done, but I won't
goad you into saying that if it wasn't done I will take all of the blame. Iwill give all of the credit where it isdue, and
that is to the good committee chairmen and the members. And I hope that they will work as hard for Phil Johnson
as you have for me. Thank you very much.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Thank you very much, Jon.
Joel was just telling me that I don't need to introduce him to make any announcements, because there aren't
any announcements to be made.
But we do appreciate the excellent review of the activities and possible future directions and goals of the Bar
Association which Jon has given us this morning.
I wasn't sure, butl don't think he said we're a "capitalistic" organization.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Cabalistic. C-a-b-a-I.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: I have to listen very carefully when Jon speaks. Now once again Jon will
make a further introduction for us.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Phil. I have appointed Harald Anderson of Bismarck to he the
Parliamentarian. I have appointed Dean Winkjer, Chairman of the Resolutions Committee. And I have appointed
Bob Feidler and Merve Tuntiand to act as Election Proctors.
The Court Reporter for the meeting is Mr. Norman Mark of Fargo. In order that the reporter is able to credit
all remarks and provide an accurate transcript of the meeting, it is requested that all comments made from the
floor be preceded by your name and hometown.
The Chair will entertain a motion to suspend the rules and that the minutes of the last Annual Meeting not be
read, but that they be accepted as (fled in the Executive Office of the State Bar Association and as published in the
Law Review.

MR. HARRIS P. KENNER: Harris Kenner of Minot. So move.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: It's moved by Harris Kenner.
MR. RICHARD J.GROSS: Richard Gross. Second.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Seconded by Richard Gross of Bismarck.
Is there any discussion? All right. You have heard the motion. All those in favor of the motion signify by
saying, "Aye." Opposed? Motion carried.
(Whereupon, the motion was presented by President Kerian and passed by the General Assembly.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: The Chair will entertain a motion that the rules be suspended and that the committee
reports and section reports not requiring positive action for the General Assembly be accepted and adopted
without formal motion from the floor upon filing of the report with either the President or the Executive Director.
Copies of the reports were included in your convention package. In addition, most reports will be given orally
tomorrow afternoon. Is there such a motion?
MR. PAUL G.KLOSTER: Paul Kloster. Move.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Moved by Paul Kloster.
MR. SPARKY GIERKE: Sparky Geirke.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Seconded by Sparky Gierke of Watford City.
Is there any discussion? You have heard the motion. All those in favor signify by saying, "Aye." Opposed?
Motion carried.
(Whereupon, the motion was presented by President Kerian and passed by the General Assembly.)
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PRESIDENT KERIAN: Finally, the Chair will entertain a motion that the past practice of resolutions and
new business calling for positive action by the General Assembly be offered on the first day, that is this morning,
and that they will be laid over and acted upon at the second business session, which will be tomorrow afternoon,
and that this be adopted asa House Rule. Do I hear the motion?
MR. DAVID L. PETERSON: Dave Peteron. So move.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Motion made by David Peteron of Bismarck.
MR. MICHAEL S. McINTEE: Second.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: And seconded by Mike McIntee of Towner.
You've heard the motion. Is there any discussion? All those in favor signify by saying, "Aye." Opposed? All

right. That's Housekeeping Rules.
(Whereupon, the motion was presented by President Kerian and passed by the General Assembly.)
Members of the Bar, it gives me great pleasure to introduce at this time for an address on the status of the

judiciary the Chief Justice of the State of North Dakota, the Honorable Ralph Erickstad. Shall we all stand and
give him a welcome?
(Applause.)
CHIEF JUSTICE RALPH J. ERICKSTAD: I thank you very much, President Judge Kerian, President-Elect
Phil Johnson, Executive Director Joel Gilbertson, and our Secretary Michael Sturdevant, ladies and gentlemen of
the Bar, and guests.

Iam very pleased that you have invited me to speak to you. I look forward to this annual opportunity.

I think before we get underway, though, I should ask a question which I hope you will agree with me com-

pletely, and that is don't you think that the members of the Bar Association, and particularly the members of the
Cas County Bar Association, have shown us great hospitality at this convention?
(Applause.)
My theme today is a simple one. Together we have in the past, we are in the present, and we can continue to do
in the future great things within the Bar and judiciary to make our time a better time in which to live. I speak to
you in praise of the cooperative work of the lawyers of North Dakota with the Judges of North Dakota for the improvement of the judicial services to the citizens of our state. We have a fine judicial system in North Dakota, but
we must not close our eyes to the identified problems and we must be determined to make improvements in the
services to our people.

This custom of cooperation, this natural converging of minds to the task of strengthening and expediating
judicial services in North Dakota, appeared early in our history asa people. It has grown into a natural inclination

to join efforts in common studies of issues of importance. Thomas Jefferson said, "Laws and institutions must go
hand in hand with the progress of the human mind."
Our joint efforts to improve our judicial system through legislation continue. I am encouraged by the fine work

of Judiciary "A" Committee. In the very near future, Judiciary Committee "A"of the Legislative Council, under
the Chairmanship of Representative Dean Winkjer, will be considering the fifth draft of a bill designed to restruc-

ture our County Court system so that all County Judges will be well-trained and full-time. To accomplish this
result, the bill draft permits counties to voluntarily cooperate to fund County Court services. State major funding
of District Court services is also anticipated. This bill could be the answer to many of our present problems.
The mechanisms which we have jointly developed for mutural consultation have varied over the years. The
spirit of cooperation and the energy to see these problems resolved has continued throughout the period.
Let me review with you some of these important joint efforts in which we can all take pride.
The State Bar Board, formed in 1905, has provided a cooperative mechanism through which the Admission to
Practice Procedures have been administered quite smoothly and diligently by lawyers. Improvements have been
made periodically at the request of lawyers.
Most recently, the Attorney Standards Committee, chaired by Ed Vinje, now of Fargo, submitted amendments to the Bar Admission Rules which will provide greater due process for applicants and will go a long way

toward encouraging candor and forthrightness regarding admission to the Bar. These proposals were made after

study by a committee consisting mainly of lawyers. The recent approval by the Supreme Court of the replacement
of the Residency Rule by the designation of the Clerk of the Supreme Court as agent for service of process will
remedy the Constitutional deficiency of the residency requirement and permit the continuation of reciprocal practice of attorneys on the borders with our sister states.
The Judicial Council, formed by the legislature in 1927, has met a part of the need for a forum in which issues
concerning the operation of the judicial system could be studied. The members of the Bar who have participated in
the Judicial Council as representatives from the State Bar Association have significantly contributed to this
forum.
In 1957 the attorneys of North Dakota, with the Judges, initiated what has become the development of Trial
and Appellate Procedural Rules and Rules of Evidence. As you know, Justice Sand has been Chairman of the Joint
Procedure Committee since 1975. Through his leadership and the sustained voluntary efforts of many of you
lawyers and Judges this solid rule-making foundation has been established and maintained.
The disciplinary structure was established in 1965 asa cooperative effort between the State Bar Association of
North Dakota and the judiciary. With the initiative and assistance of you lawyers, the structure was substantially
revised and improved in 1977. The combination of lawyer and lay membership has been very beneficial. The
Disciplinary Board has worked well, both in the interests of the public and the practicing Bar.
Similarly, you lawyers and judges collaborated in the establishment of the Central Legal Research Program
at the University of North Dakota Law School. Any prosecutor, any counsel for an indigent defendant, and any
judge, has easy, free telephone access to speedy, responsive, high-quality legal researchers at the University of
North Dakota Law School. This program, under the direction of Lou Becker of the Law School, vitally needs and

justly deserves your continued support.

The Standing Advisory Committees of the Supreme Court, and the New Open Rule-Making Procedurees of the
Supreme Court and each judicial district are natural outgrowths of these earlier initiatives by you lawyuers and
judges. You saw the need to recognize and attack the problems in providing judicial services before they became
unmanageable.
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This cooperative approach to solving problems has received national recognition through several articles in
The American Judicature Society magazine. We have together taken an important step in adopting this new rulemaking procedure which I believe we will appreciate more as time elapses. Wisconsin and Nevada have patterned
their new rule-making processes after ours.
The harvest of our combined efforts is plentiful. The energy and selfless work of you lawyers in these efforts is
a tribute to your sense of public service. The Docket Currency Standards, which I will explain in a moment, have
been carefully written and revised and revised and revised and revised by the Court Services Administration Committee chaired by Bill Strutz of Bismarck.
The Attorney Standards Committee has suggested, and the Supreme Court has approved, improvements in the
procedure for assigning temporary judges in the state.
The Judiciary Standards Committee, chaired by Lowell Lundberg of Fargo, has submitted a proposed revision
of Canon 7 of the Code of Judicial Conduct which would directly affect the activities of judicial candidates in future
elections. We held a hearing on that on June 3, and just last week decided that we would not adopt the proposed
changes. Notwithstanding, I hope that the Committee will consider proposing in the future election guidelines
which may be acceptable to the Court.
All of these committees are chaired by lawyers. All of these committees have majorities of lawyer members.
These proposals reflect your hard work.
The list of joint efforts flows on. The Continuing Legal Education Commission, the Judicial Qualifications
Commission, the advisory committees to the presiding Judge in each judicial district, the Judicial Planning Committee, chaired by Justice Peterson, who is here this morning, and the standing committees within the new
Supreme Court rule-making process, are allinfluenced in their membership by representation from the Bar
Association.
This outpouring of voluntary, uncompensated effort to join hands in the common task of improving judicial
services in our State is a remarkable achievement and a tradition which strengthens our ability to face future
problems. It should give cause for personal and group satisfaction.
Your thoughtful suggestions and comments on proposed improvements submitted by these representative
bodies to our Court have resulted in rules that have been found to be generally acceptable and are workable. This
is a clear vindication of the open and collegial processes which we have adopted pursuant to our Court's responsibilities to administer the judicial system under Section 87 of our State Constitution. "The life of the law has not
been logic, it has been experience," said Oliver Wendell Holmes, Jr. Together we are harnessing the great
treasure of your experience to improve judicial services in North Dakota.
There are three areas that I would like to call to your attention as examples of the kind of significant proposals
which have resulted from this cooperation between the lawyers of our State and the judiciary of our state during
this last year.
The judicial redistricting process is complete. The transition on July Iof 1979 occurred without incident. Court
services were not disputed. The administrative improvements are marked.
I appreciate your participation during the redistricting rule-making process. The original redistricting
proposal was made by a committee with a majority of lawyers. It was robust, and all views were considered. The
transition itself worked well, due in great part to your efforts as lawyers. You demonstrated concern, flexibility,
patience, and understanding. And I thank you.
The Docket Currency Standards for the District Courts were recently approved by our Court. They mark a turning point for court services in our State. The proposal came to our Court from the Court Services Administration
Committee, the majority of whose members are lawyers. Bill Struts of Bismarck is the Chairman, These standards will assure a level of accountability for the benefit of the public, you, and your clients. The standards provide
automatic procedures which do not require any initiative from the individual attorneys. The Civil Standards
require that judgment be entered within 24 months of the filing of the case and within 90 days of the end of the trial.
The Criminal Standards require that judgment be entered within 120 days of the filing of the information or indictment in District Court. There is ample flexibility and judicial discretion for special cases, with no loss of accountability for disposition of these special cases.
I urge you to review these Docket Currency Standards. Once again, your cooperation and understanding is
sought. Adherence to these standards by Trial Judges will require lawyers to recognize consequent adjustments in
local practice. Members of the Bar should anticipate the prompt disposition of all cases.
I might just briefly interrupt my prepared remarks to say that within the last year or two I had a visit from a
member of the press who said that he had learned that within the judicial system of North Dakota there were some
cases that were five to eight years old undisposed of and undecided. And I said to this person, "That may be. But if
it is true, I will be greatly surprised. Because we have initiated a Case Information Service. It's a simple one and
not too complex. But it has received national recognition. And we do have computer printouts. And the information
is available not only to our Court, but to our Judges, and to our Presiding Judges. And, therefore, Iwould be surprised if we have any cases of that vintage, But," I said, "while you're here, let's call for the printouts." So when
the printouts were brought into my office I was surprised. There were cases within the system of that vintage. And
that is one of the things that the Docket Currency Standards Rule is intended to eliminate. I see faces in this
audience today of lawyers who have tried to have their cases decided and who have waited months and years for
the decision. We hope that under the Docket Currency Standards this will never occur again. Or if it does occur,
there will be a very good excuse for it.
Approval by our Court of the State Bar Association proposal regarding lawyer advertising is an occasion for
recognition of further cooperative effort. The proposal to our Court was made by the State Bar Association on
behalf of the lawyers of this State.
The implementation of these changes may occasion some problems. Problems are to be expected in any
change in custom of this magnitude. Let me say that we stand ready to work cooperatively with the Bar in any further initiatives by lawyer to improve the legal services to the public.
I'm reminded here of the increasing vulnerability of State Bar Associations and -. ate Supreme Courts to being
sued in areas of their administrative responsibilities for judicial services and supervision of the Bar.
Most recently, a 1979 three-Judge Federal Court in the Eastern District of Virginia granted attorneys' fees
against the Supreme Court of Virginia and its Chief Justice. The sum claimed by the plaintiffs for attorneys' fees
and the sum awarded by the three-Judge District Court exceeded $121,000. The case by Consumers Union involved
the amendment of DR 2-102(A) (6) relating to attorney advertising and the speed with which the Bar Association
and the Supreme Court acted on proposals to permit advertising pursuant to Bates versus The State of Arizona, 433
U.S. 350, a 1977 decision. The Associated Press indicated that the Supreme Court just last week reversed the three-
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Judge Federal Court. Ashort summary, however, of the decision contained in Law Week for June 3,1960, indicates
that a State Court and its members are immune in a legislative capacity, but not in an enforcement capacity, from
suits under 42 U.S.C. Section 1983 seeking declaratory and injunctive relief against Disciplinary Rules.
Since I arrived here I received in the mail a letter which contained a report of one of our national lawyer
newspapers which indicated that the three-Judge District Court had not been reversed. And so I was a little concerned as of late yesterday. And I contacted one of the firms here in Fargo, and one of the partners very happily
provided me with a copy, a verbatim copy, of the opinion, left it at the desk last night. And from 12 o'clock to 1:00
this morning I read and studied that opinion. And my view is that the United States Supreme Court has in their terminology vacated the decision of the three-Judge District Court. But I refer you to the opinion for the meaning of
that vacation. It is a very interesting case. And it is certainly significant to the highest appellate courts of this
country and to the Bar Associations of this nation.
Suffice it to say, this type of vulnerability provides an additional incentive to the Bar Associations and the
Courts to utilize and preserve the-flexibility and speed of the new rule-making processes in meeting our common
interests in improving court and legal services. These efforts are vital to our strong future.
Now some of you may not fully embrace this systematic study and planning effort for better judicial services
in North Dakota. Now if this is true for you, consider it in the same light as weeding your garden every week. It
may not - it may not - be one of life's ennobling activities, but the alternative is as obvious as a garden unweeded.
Through the new Judicial Article, the Supreme Court has responsibility for the supervision of the judicial
system. Please consider a paraphrase from Aristotle: If happiness is an activity in accordance with virtue, or
moral excellence, it is reasonable to assume that it is in accordance with the highest virtue, the highest moral excellence. In other words, the greater the virtue, the greater the happiness. We are dedicated to making the administration of our courts a joint process in the pursuit of excellence for the people of North Dakota. Your help and
your initiative are needed more today than ever before.
I thank you again for this opportunity to share these views on our cooperative efforts, and the progress we
have made together to improve the functions of the judiciary of our State. With your great support I know that we
will be able to continue to improve ourjudicial system to the benefit of all of our people.
I thank you very much.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Chief Justice Erickstad, for the outstanding address. And I thank you for
pointing out the fine amniotic relationship existing that must continue by the Bench and the Bar for a better
judicial system in the State of North Dakota.
At this time I would like to introduce for a committee report Mr. Richard Gross, Chairman of the Information
&Service Committee. Mr. Gross.
MR. RICHARD GROSS: Fellow members of the Bar, this report is primarily having to do with the Lawyer
Referral & Information Service, but it's also our committee report. And so I'd like to pay special note to the committee members, because we've met around six or seven times this year, and it's been a very active committee.
The members are Dave Bossart, Mike McIntee, Harold Anderson, Myron Atkinson and Linda Catalano. And I'd
also like to thank especially Joel Gilbertson for his efforts on behalf of the committee's work this year.
The first area of responsibility that this committee had was the Liberty Bell Award. And after going through
around 25 names of some very distinguished North Dakotans, that is nonlawyers, who have contributed in the area
of law and public service, we narrowed the list to three and submitted those names to the Board of Governors. And
they have selected a finalist. And I believe that finalist will be named tonight, is that correct, at the banquet?
We also worked in the area of the Constitutional Awards, that is awards made to high school students who have
demonstrated proficiency and knowledge in the U.S. Constitution. Again they are primarily working with Joel and
his office.
Our third major area of responsibility was relative to Law Day. And in that context I would really solicit your
comments to me over the next few days as to what you feel we should do in the next few years on Law Day.
We wondered whether we should continue the same project next year. And so far the responses we've gotten to
the postcards we sent out have been again at least 90 percent in favor of continuing the day of free legal consultation.
I'd also like to pay special attention, I guess, to the Burleigh County and Grand Forks County Bar
Associations, because they had really significant projects in addition to the day of free legal consultation.
We estimated last year that about 3,000 North Dakotans saw lawyers in the State on Law Day. And we think
from the initial returns so far that more people saw attorneys for the day of free legal consultation this year than
they did last year.
In terms of the Lawyer Referral & Information Service, I think we've seen through our Law Day activities,
and many surveys have indicated, that people don't go to see lawyers for many reasons; one is that they fear excessive legal costs. There is an inability to recognize legal problems. They fear and distruct lawyers. Some of them
fear extensive litigation. And I think most fit into the category of not knowing a lawyer or how to find one. That is
the purpose of a Lawyer Referral &Information Service.
Before embarking upon their own program two years ago, the Wisconsin Bar Association undertook a survey.
That survey indicated that 86.5 percent of those interviewed felt that the cost was the major deterrent in seeking
legal help even if they needed it. 72 percent of those surveyed agreed that the people simply do not know who to see
or who is competent.
Various commentators have suggested purposes for a Lawyer Referral Service. One says: "The Lawyer
Referral Service Program was created for the purpose of matching qualified lawyers with potential clients, and is
designed to assist the moderate income individual; the person who is neither wealthy enough to have his own
lawyer or indigent enough to be served by Legal Aid to find alawyer when he has need of one."
Another commentator has suggested this: 'The only professionally-acceptable way to view lawyer referral is
as a device for assisting lawyers to discharge the fundamental professional obligation of making their services
available to all. It may, incidentally, be an administrative convenience to Bar Associations. It may, incidentally,
result in economic benefits to lawyers. But it is worth the support of the profession, because it helps lawyers to
discharge this important obligation. And it is potentially important and valuable to the profession itself, because in
doing so it helps lawyers to justify their privileged position as professionals.
Lawyer Referral Services were first established in the United States in 1938. There are now over 350 state and
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local Lawyer Referral Services in the United States. All but fourteen states now have state-wide Lawyer Referral
Services. In other words, North Dakota is not exactly the vanguard in this area. If the Wisconsin experience is any
indicator, such services are extensively desired and utilized by the public. After eight months of operation 749
referrals were made in Wisconsin to participating lawyers. They referred 329 calls to appropriate governmental
agencies. And at that time they were receiving approximately 133 calls per month. That was in 1978.
During the first three months of 1980 3,586 calls were received by the Wisconsin state-wide Lawyer Referral
Service; 1,034 persons were referred to private attorneys, 1,552 persons were referred to other agencies, and 781
were law information calls. And the Wisconsin service does not even include the members of the Bar in Milwaukee
and Madison which have their own Lawyer Referral Services. So we are talking about a Bar Association there or a
group of approximately 2,000 lawyers.
In 1979, after one year of operation, the Wisconsin Lawyer Referral Service took another survey. That survey
indicated that 56 percent of the people could describe what a Lawyer Referral Service did, and 36 percent of the
people surveyed specifically knew about the Wisconsin Lawyer Referral Service. That's after one year of
operation. Of those who had utilized the LRS the first year, 70 percent said that it was excellent or good, 63 percent
of those surveyed felt the matter had been satisfactorily resolved, 72 percent said they felt their lawyer had
worked hard, 57 percent said they had been charged a fair fee, 14 percent felt that they had been charged a low fee,
85 percent said that it had saved them time and effort, and 82 percent said that they would utilize it again. In other
words, not only has the Wisconsin Service has been extensively utilized, but also the results, at least in Wisconsin,
have been very satisfactory.
In North Dakota we are presently embarked on several projects which are related to a Lawyer Referral Service. Some insurers will not provide prepaid legal service insurance unless the State Bar Association has a Lawyer
Referral Service. That factor is obviously even more important to the consumers of such prepaid plans. Certainly
such a service is an ideal vehicle for providing a wide variety of information to the public. it is also an appropriate
vehicle through which to funnel complaints about lawyers. And the Committee believes that the public would
utilize it as such. It is the appropriate method for handling referrals from LAND, and will be the appropriate
vehicle for pro bono cases, whether or not such work becomes mandatory. If the Bar does provide for
specialization, it will be the best method for informing the public about such specialties and attorneys who are
specialists. And, finally, if the Bar Association becomes involved in institutional advertising, such a service would
provide a ready reference for that advertising. In other words, a Lawyer Referral Service is needed for many
reasons, and the results of various surveys, and the fact that such services have proliferated are evidence that
they are extensively utilized.
North Dakota is thirty years behind in establishing such a service. Therefore, our Committee strongly recommends and moves the adoption of a Lawyer Referral & Information Service initially funded primarily through the
Bar Association, but with the ultimate objective of being seif-sustaining. The Committee has recommended
guidelines, and I have a copy for anyone who would like to discuss those with me, by lawyers, and an initial budget
of $6,000 for the first year of the Service. It has also accumulated lists of media materials which will be available
for such a service upon adoption of these guidelines. By-laws and budget would be the responsibility of the Lawyer
Referral & Information Service Committee if it is adopted. Again our Committee recommends its adoption and
moves today the adoption of a Lawyer Referral Service.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Mr. Gross. Is there a second to the motion? Is that Ray Rund from
Finley?
MR. RAYMOND R. RUND: Second.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Ray Rund from Finley seconds the motion.
This motion, then, will be discussed and acted upon tomorrow. Be laid over one day.
I will introduce at this time President-Elect Philip Johnson, Chairman of the Specialization Committee, who
has a similar motion to make after explanation of the Specialization Committee Report.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Thank you, Jon.
If you will look in your packets, there is a complete written report of the Specialization Committee. There is
also a proposed plan. Now I'd like to ask all of you over the next day, and previous to the Friday afternoon meeting,
to review that. And there is also included with the report a list of the Committee members. If you have questions
regarding any particular aspect of the report or the proposed plan, I'd appreciate it if you would talk to a Committee member.
Now there's previously been distributions through mailings of earlier drafts of this plan and earlier reports
regarding the status of specialization. The presentation this afternoon will include an explanation by David Brink,
who is Chairman of the Standing Committee of the ABA on Specialization and President-Elect Nominee of the
ABA, third in line as it were. So that lam not going to give you a detailed report or repeat word for word the written
Specialization Report at this time. But I would ask you to review the materials in your packet. You can throw away
some of those things, but read the report.
And, as the Chief Justice has indicated, this is perhaps part of our ongoing obligation is to deal with the issues
affecting the profession and its relationship to the public. Certainly specialization and how we deal with it is one of
those significant issues.
As has been indicated, this report will be up for discussion and action tomorrow afternoon. The report includes
certain specific recommendations. Those recommendations are: (1) That the plan as proposed be submitted to the
Supreme Court for hearing and adoption as a Rule of the Court;
(2) That the Committee proceed with preparation of the necessary petitions and follow through with whatever
is necessary with respect to the hearings before the Court.
So these are the Committee recommendations. And based upon the report and the extensive study that the
Committee has made in this area, I would at this time move the adoption of the Report of the Committee on
Specialization.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Full report of the Committee having been circularized to the Bar, and having been
printed and submitted to the membership, is there a second to the motion?
MR. CHARLES A. FESTE: Mr. Chairman, Charles Feste of Fargo. I second themotion.
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PRESIDENT KERIAN: All right. Motion has been seconded by Charles Feste of Fargo. And this will be laid
over one day and discussed and voted on at the General Assembly tomorrow.
I made an appointment of Harold Anderson for Parliamentarian. Mr. Anderson will not be here. He was going
to be here tomorrow, but when I appointed him Parliamentarian he decided to go back to Bismarck. I need another
Parliamentarian, and I will appoint Lee Hagen of West Fargo - who I understand will be here tomorrow.
MR. LELAND F. HAGEN: No, I can't make it.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: I will now call upon Marie Feidler, Chairman of the Memorials Committee, for
presentation of memorials.
MS. MARIE M. FEIDLER: President Judge Kerian, President-Elect Philip Johnson, ladies and gentlemen. It
is my privilege to bring to mind those members of the North Dakota Bar who have passed away since our last annual meeting. There are ten of them. And I shall make a brief statement about each one.
I received the information from Joel Gilbertson, our Executive Director, in the form of newspaper articles
about these colleagues. As I reviewed them, I noted how varied the interests of our former colleagues were. And I
was impressed by the venerable age reached by a number of them, and the many years in which they served the
Bar of North Dakota. Four of them were past the age of 85. Judge Miller was 92, and Ingman Swinland of Lakota
98. Several had practiced law for a period of 40 to 60 years before their retirement.
CHARLES D. COOLEY
Charles D. Cooley is one of those who passed away at the age of 86. Although perhaps generally associated with
the City of Mandan, he was a native of South Dakota, born at Bowdle in 1894, and educated in the public schools of
Sioux Falls. He received his Law Degree from the University of South Dakota in 1917. That same year he came to
Mandan, and continued his practice there until his death.
He served the City of Mandan well as President of their City Commission from 1928 to 1936, and as its Mayor.
He was Chairman of the State Governmental Survey Commission in 1932, and a member of the Board of Directors
of the First Northwestern Bank of Mandan for 22 years.
Mr. Cooley had practiced law in Mandan 42 years before he retired in 1958. He passed away May 20th of this
year. Surviving him are his wife and a daughter, Joyce McDonald.
HARVEY N. KALDOR
Harvey N. Kaldor was 68 when he passed away December 8th last year in Mesa, Arizona, after a long illness.
He was a native North Dakotan born in Hillsboro. He was educated there and at the University of North Dakota. He
received his Degree in Law from the University of North Dakota Law School in 1934.
In 1936 Mr. Kaldor moved to Mayville where he continued to reside and to practice law. He married Rosalie
Foogman in 1938.
Mr. Kaldor was active in civic affairs. A member of the Mayville Lutheran Church, he served on several Boards of the Church. He was a member of the Civic Club and a Masonic Lodge, of which he was Master in 1945. He served on the Mayville School Board, and was Mayville's City Attorney. He was a Board Member of the Goose River
Bank of Mayville, and of the Elk's Lodge, and the Sons of Norway. He was also an active member of the State Bar
Association of North Dakota.
Survivors include a son, Dr. Richard Kaldor, a daughter, Claire Karlstad, and a sister, Geraldine, Mrs. Robert
Vaaler, of Grand Forks.
PATRICK E. LAW
Patrick E. Law was born at International Falls, Minnesota, in 1927. He grew up and attended schools there. He
passed away in Dayton, Ohio, in June, 1979.
He served in the Navy during World War II, and then came to the University of North Dakota where he got his
Law Degree in 1952. Surviving him are his wife and four daughters.
ADRIAN McLELLAN
Adrian McLellan was a lawyer well-recognized for his professional expertise in the field of banking and for his
many voluntary services to his community. Born in Minto in 1914, he moved with his family to Larimore in 1925,
and was graduated from the high school there. He graduated from University of North Dakota in 1937, married
Ada Thompson of Northwood in 1938, and received his Law Degree in 1939.
Immediately thereafter, that was in 1939, Mr. McLellan joined the First Bank of North Dakota in Fargo. In
1953 he became Presidesi. and Managing Officer. In 1965 he was transferred to the First National Bank at Great
Falls, Montana. And in 1974 became the Executive Vice-President and Director of the First Bank System
headquartered in Minneapolis. Prior to this he had served as President of the North Dakota Banker's Association.
Many activities claimed the energies of Mr. McLellan. He served with the FBI and the U.S. Navy during World
War II. He served in the House of Representatives from 1951 to '53, was President of the Fargo School Board, and
the Chamber of Commerce, and Commander of the Fargo American Legion Post. In 1949 he was named Fargo's
"Man Of The Year." Truly he gave generously of his talents.
Surviving him are his wife and one son, Donn, and a daughter, Mary Bernstein.
JUDGE HARVEY MILLER
Judge Harvey Miller died at the age of 92. He was 77 when he retired from his District Judge post in 1969 after a
legal career that began in 1911.
Harvey Miller was born on a farm south of Buffalo, North Dakota, in 1887, and it is at Buffalo that he was laid
to rest last December. He attended rural public schools near Buffalo, and was graduated from the Buffalo High
School. His Law Degree hs received from the University of Minnesota in 1911. And in 1911 he began to practice law
in New England. In 1913 he married Selma Nesset, a school teacher from the area. It is said that his practice
flourished with the influx of homesteaders who filed for final proofs in his office.
He served as United States Commissioner for three years, as Mayor of New England six years, and as Hettinger County States Attorney one term. And then for 34 years he was District Judge of the Sixth Judicial District,
from 1935 to 1969.
At one time he tried large-scale farming, a venture which he is reported to have said increased his respect for
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his law practice as a means for making a living.
He is survived by two daughters, Dorothy Hein, and Miriam Johnson, and a sister, Stella Coon.
ELMER V. MORELAND
Elmer Moreland passed away January 24th, 1980. He was practicing law in Bowman at the time, and served
several terms as Bowman County States Attorney. He was born in Scranton, North Dakota, in 1918, was educated
at Woodbury, and at Dickinson State College. In 1948 he received his Law Degree from the University of Minnesota
School of Law.
Surviving him are his wife and four children, Jay, Judy, Pat and Bob.
CLARENCE J. SCHAUSS
Clarence Schauss was a Mandan practicing attorney. He was born in Mandan in 1917, received his schooling at
a rural Morton County grade school, at Mandan High School, and the University of Minnesota. From 1942 to 1946 he
served in the U.S. Marines, and then returned to Mandan and served as Morton County States Attorney from 1946
to 1958. He was a member of both the North Dakota and Morton County Bar Associations, and served as President
of the Morton County Bar Association.
In 1950 he was married to Marilyn Yetter. He is survived by his wife, two daughters, Kathy and Patti, four step
children, one brother and one sister.
INGMAN SWINLAND
Ingman Swinland began his life January 25th, 1882, that is 98 years ago, at LaCrosse, Wisconsin. The family
moved to the Halstad, Minnesota, area where he received his early schooling. He attended Concordia College, and
taught school for several years near Halstad. He graduated from the University of Minnesota Law School in 1908,
received his Masters in Law Degree in 1909, and in that year was married to Marian Stevens. In 1914 they moved to
Lakota. There Mr. Swinland practiced law for over 60 years.
He served as Nelson County States Attorney for twelve years, was Lakota's City Attorney, and was serving as
Nelson County Justice when he retired in 1970.
He was a charter member of the Lakota Lions Club and Past Master of the Masonic Lodge.
Survivors include two sons, Chester and Thomas, and two daughters, Mrs. Arthur Mennes and Mrs. Robert
Herder.
THEODORE W. THORDARSON
Theodore Thordarson was engaged in many activities besides the practice of law in his 86 years. He was born
in 1892 in Pembina County, graduated from the Park River High School, attended Valley City State Teachers
College, and received his Bachelor of Science Degree from North Dakota Agricultural College in Fargo in 1916.
1917-19 he served in the First World War. Then he worked as a Federal Land Appraiser, founded and directed the
Program of Supervised study at the AC and the North Dakota State Film Library and Lyceum Entertainment Service. This was from 1923 to 1935.
In 1950 he received his Bachelor of Law Degree from LaSalle University, and was admitted to the North
Dakota Bar. In 1956 he was honored with a Doctor of Law Degree from Concordia College. He retired from the
practice of law in 1968.
Surviving him are a daughter, Sally Kirkevold, and five sisters.
WILLIAM H. WINDOM
William H. Windom, 64, was known widely as a specialist in Rural Electification Administration Law. He was
born in Larchwood, Iowa, in 1914. He attended public schools in Des Moines, and received his LL.B. and Juris Doctorate Degree from Drake University Law School in Des Moines.
In private practice from 1939 to 1970, he focussed his efforts on Rural Electrification Administration Law.
From 1951 to '57 he served as Executive Secretary of the Iowa Association of Electric Cooperatives. He came to
North Dakota in 1970 when he was named General Counsel for the Basin Electric Power Cooperative in Bismarck.
Surviving him are his wife and four daughters, Sally, Ellen, Mary and Virginia.
Each of these men in his own way dedicated his life to the furtherance of justice through law. They have gone
from our presence, but surely not from the memories of their families, friends, colleagues and townspeople.
Let us stand for a moment and give honor to their memories.
Thank you very much.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank very much, Marie, for that very fine presentation.
MS. FIELDER: You're welcome.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: We will now call upon Representative Dean Winkjer, Chairman of the Judiciary "A"
Interim Legislative Committee for some brief remarks. Will Mr. Morrison be with you?
MR. DEAN WINKJER: Yes, he will be. If I make it.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: I hope one of you get here.
MR. WINKJER: Thank you very much, Mr. President, for giving us an opportunity to briefly review with the
members of the Bar the activities of the Judiciary "A" Committee.
Before I proceed, however, I want to make a comment. I couldn't help but be impressed with the report of the
Chief Justice on the state of the judiciary. This comment ran through my mind. How fortunate we are in North
Dakota to have a Chief Justice and a Supreme Court that is building bridges between the Bar and the Court rather
than what is happening on a national level where it seems they are building walls.
In 1975 the North Dakota Legislature proposed a Judicial Article. It was submitted to the people in 1976, and
was adopted or ratified by the people. It created the Unified Judicial System.
In the last session of the Legislature a bill was introduced after two years of study to legislatively accomplish
that which the Constitution directed. While the bill was a technical masterpiece, it did not take into consideration
the political realities, and it failed.
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A new Resolution was drawn directing the Judiciary "A" Committee of this interim to do a new study and
come up with a new proposal. And I will give you only a brief overview because of the restraints of time.
The committee is considering two proposals, one is what I will call the Englert Proposal submitted by Judge
Englert. And basically what it does is legitimatize the current system under the Constitution.
The other proposal, which I feel has a consensus approval by the Committee, is now, as the Chief Justice
indicated, in its fifth draft, and which basically provides that each county shall have a County Court. That County
Court will be a court of record, it will be a full-time court, it will be chaired by a person learned in the law. That
court will have jurisdiction somewhat similar to what the County Court of Increased Jurisdiction now has. A bit
later I will go through the specific areas of jurisdiction that it has.
As you know, there are now seventeen counties that have a County Court of Increased Jurisdiction, the others
operate on the County Court and the County Justice system.
A provision in this Act, the fifth draft, provides that two or more counties, through their County
Commissioners, may enter into agreements to share the services of a County Judge. Two or more counties through
their County Commissioners may enter into an agreement to share the services of a County Judge. What is unique
about our draft at this point is there are no guidelines submitted to those County Commissioners in the agreement,
or multi.county agreement, that they are entitled to or that they may enter into. It is the Committee's consensus
that the people on the working level of these Courts, the County Commissioners who know their counties, are far
better ,ble to establish let us call it a County Court District than what the North Dakota Legislature could do. The
Committee has studied, has had conferences and hearings with County Auditors, and with County Judges and
County Justices, that proffer that this system can be economically feasible even for the small counties with the
provisions that we have in the Act.
It also provides that the County Commissioners may provide for more than one judge in these multi-county
areas. The act provides for jurisdiction. And I hasten to say that this is not finalized. It provides that the
jurisdiction of these County Courts shall be to give preliminary hearings and arraignments in felony cases, civil
jurisdiction of under $10,000, criminal misdemeanor infractions, and noncriminal traffic, small claims, probate,
but including trusts, mental health commiments, and then a unique provision which states that this County Court
may hear such other cases as may be assigned to it by the Presiding Judge of the Districct in which that particular
county is located, with a restraint that there shall be no assignment of a criminal case where that Judge presided
in a preliminary hearing.
Now, we have also provided in this draft that the State of North Dakota shall pick up all of the costs as it relates
to District Court. That includes the court reporter, the juvenile supervisors, the secretaries, the library, the jury
cost, the bailiff, and other court personnel, and the defense of the indigent. I think we are all aware, and the people
out in the working level of these courts are all painfully aware, of the costs involved in some of the counties where
major crimes have been committed and when there is a full-blown trial. Adams County I believe is a good
example, where by some accident a perpetrator of an alleged crime decides to have his crime done in Adams
County, then Adams County is required to prosecute that action in the name of the State of North Dakota, they are
required to prosecute a law that was made by the State of North Dakota, they are required to provide indigent
defense mandated by the United States Supreme Court and the United Slates Constitution. In other words,
requiring the people of that county to pick up the tab of the judicial process which was basically and is basically
mandated upon them by the State and by the United States government. We do not feel that that is good law, that it
is just, or that it is reasonable. You can ask, then, if you want to go that way, as far as the District Courts are
concerned, why not do the same thing as it relates to the County Courts? And I feel that that is a good argument,
but it is an argument that ought to be presented once the local jurisdictions through the multi-county agreements
have decided what those County Court districts ought to be. And once those geographic territories have been
established, then it would be my recommendation to the Bar and to the people of North Dakota who work for the
State also pick up the costs of those prosecutions.
We would encourage your comments on these proposals. We would encourage your input. We have another
meeting, which may be our last, on the 7th and 8th of July. If you would like to have a copy of this draft, and I
appologize for not having some here for distribution today, but ifyou'd like to have a copy of it let me know, talk to
John Morrison who is the staff person for our Committee in the Legislative Council at Bismarck, or write or call
the Legislative Council, and they will furnish you with a copy. But we would appreciate your input, we would
appreciate your comments. We don't believe that this concept is the final word. We do not believe that this concept
is perfect. But we do believe that it is something to build on for the future. So we would appreciate any
contributions that any of you who work with the system may make in helping us with this monumental task that we
have of drafing legislation which will unify the judicial system for all of North Dakota.
If there are any questions, I'd be happy to respond. Seeing none - Iwasn't quite quick enough. Mr. Rund.
MR. RAYMOND R. RUND: What about the residential requirement of the Judge? He's got to be a county
resident.
MR. WINKJER: No residency requirement whatsoever.
MR. NEIL W. FLEMING: What happens if the counties that are going to contract for this judge are in two
different judicial districts?
MR. WINKJER: Makes no difference. We at one time required that they be a part of the same judicial district.
But there are situations in the State that does not make that practical, so we have deleted that portion from the
draft.
MR. FLEMING: Well, then he would have two masters, then, two presiding judges?
MR. WRINKJER: The presiding judge would be the presiding judge of the county in which the judicial district
is located. So they would have to go to the presiding judge of the district in which that county is now located.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Let the record show that euphereal voice belonged to Mr. Fleming, Neil Fleming.
Let's give your names, please.
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MR. DEAN F. BARD: Dean Bard from Bismarck.

Dean, would your draft grandfather in those County Judges that are not learned in the law?
MR. WINKJER: No, it does not.
MR. BARD: It does not. Okay.
MR. WINKJER: But, at the same time, it is anticipated that these County Judges would remain in their
positions, because these Courts, these Probate Courts, will remain open in each of the counties. So that they will be
doing their clerical tasks that they have been doing in the past. But any time there is an issue that needs a judicial
determination, it will be certified to and placed on the calendar for the Judge when he comes to that district, when
he comes to that county, that will hear it at that time and at that place.
MR. FRANK WIKENHEISER: Frank Wikenheiser from Strasburg.
Are you going to have the same appeal procedures that are now in effect?
MR. WINKJER: No, sir. An appeal directly from this County Court. It will be a court of record. An appeal
directly to the North Dakota Supreme Court. None of the Mickey Mouse business about trying it all over again in
District Court. I thought the same.
Any other questions? Thank you very much.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Dean. He has a hard time masking his enthusiam for this particular
Article.
We will now call upon Secretary-Treasurer Michael Sturdevant for a resolution.
SECRETARY-TREASURER MICHAEL G.STURDEVANT: Mr. President, the following resolution has been
proposed and filed:
Be it hereby resolved, that commencing January 1,1981, the annual license fees pursuant to North Dakota
Century Code Section 27-11-22 for persons desiring active status shall be as follows: $40.00 during the year of
admission; $97.50 for those licensed one year or less; $127.50 for those licensed less than five years; and $150.00 for
those licensed five years or more.
Be it further resolved, that commencing January 1, 1981, the annual license fees pursuant to North Dakota
Century Code Section 27-11-22 for persons desiring inactive status shall be $75.00;
Be it further resolved, that persons paying the $75.00 fee pursuant to this Resolution shall not be qualified to
practice law in North Dakota unless the appropriate active status fees are paid.
I will move the adoption of this resolution.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Is there a second?
MR. SWAIN BENSON: Yes.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Swain Benson from Bottineau. You have heard the motion. I don't believe we have to
lay this one over.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Yeah.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Oh, yes, we do. Okay. All right. So this one similarly will be laid over until tomorrow's
business. It will be discussed and voted on at that time.
Are there any housekeeping matters, Joel?
It's 11:18, and my General Assembly program specified recess a t 11:18. So how good is that, huh?
Okay, ladies and gentlemen, then we will be in recess for the General Assembly until 1:30, June 13th,
tomorrow, for the balance of the General Assembly business. Thank you.
(Whereupon, the General Assembly meeting was recessed at 11:18 A.M.)

FRIDAY
JUNE 13,1980

(Whereupon, the General Assembly meetingwas continued at 1:30 o'clock P.M. as follows:)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: The assembly will come to order.
for the first order of business we will call on Mr. Wes Argue of Hamilton, Chairman of the Commission for
Continuing Legal Education, to make a report on his Commission's work. Mr. Argue.
(Applause.)
MR. WESLEY ARGUE: Members of the Bar, if you will look in your packet you won't find a written report
from the Continuing Legal Education Commission, because we didn't make a written report. But the members of
the Commission are Joel Gilbertson, who is the Secretary-Treasurer, John Olsrud, Dwight (Dewey) Kautzmann,
R. James Maxson, Jane Heinley, Ed Vinje, and Bill Goetz. Jon Kerian was a member of the Commission, but
resigned, and Jim Maxson replaced him.
Basically what the Commission does is approve courses that are taken by you as attorneys for Continuing
Legal Education. We've acted on about 400 courses during the past year. Believe it or not, we actually read those
applications that you send to the Commission requesting approval.
You list your 45 hours, this year it was 30 hours. Divisions A to J, H To N, then 0 to Z. This year being the
second year of the rotation, why we needed 30 hours. Of the total that were presented originally we contacted 25
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people because of the inadequacy of the application. Of those, as of June 9th, all persons in the H to N group had
either complied with the rules or received an extension.
If you're newly admitted to the Bar you aren't required to comply with CLE your first year. January 1st
following year of admission you are placed in the three-year cycle.
We've had some fun with the Commission, too. I had a bone to pick with Al Larivee. I missed the croquet
tournament. I thought maybe I could get his trophy, traveling trophy, to use for the CLE Commission for the
'Turkey of the Year" award. I've had some applications for credit, one was a boiler engineering course, which
was turned down by Jon Kerian. We had an application by Dewey Kautzmann for credit for attending a building
maintenance seminar. Ed Vinje turned that down. Said he didn't want to have anything to do with that dirty
business. But our biggest problem has been the hard questions of application for credit by the Joint Procedure
Commission, and one by Mr. Kraft for teaching at the law school.
We've put a lot of time in. The members of the Committee have really worked. And we have probably
alienated some people in the process. We've tried our best. If you have any questions you can refer them to Joel
Gilbertson, because he's much more knowledgeable about the system than Iam.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Wes. The work of the Commission is much less blase than we are led to
believe by the report.
Now call Mr. Leland Hagen for the Report on the Professional Liability and Insurance Commission work.
MR. LELAND F. HAGEN: I guess the name of our Committee is the Professional Liability Insurance
Committee, but we covered more topics than that in our work this year.
Before I give a rundown of what we did, I'd like to extend my thanks to the other members of the Committee
who were faithful and diligent and interested in what we were doing; they were Randy Lee of the Law School, Bill
Brudvig from Mayville, Paul Pancratz from Fargo, and Dave Vaaler from Grand Forks.
We've filed our report. It's there for you to read. And what I'm going to say is just a capsule of that or a
summary.
Last year, when we began last year, there was only one company that was writing new policies in our slate,
that was the Shand-Morhan Plan or the Banker's Life as it's otherwise known. And that was a Bar-sponsored plan
at that time. The St. Paul Companies were still carrying some of their older policyholders, but they weren't writing
anything new.
As you are all aware, I'm sure, we've had the so-called crisis in legal malpractice insurance that occurred in
medical malpractice insurance, product liability, and the other crises that have been talked about. It's a cyclical
sort of a thing.
There are periods of time it seems when this type of insurance is readily available at competitive prices, and
there are times, such as last year, when it's somewhat difficult to get and it's very expensive.
The debates that we had in the first part of our work was whether or not we should sponsor any plan. We had
had a recommendation from the ABA that we not sponsor any plan, because there appeared to be a likelihood that
more companies would enter the market and it would thereby become more competitive.
We felt at the end of the year, however, when many policies were coming due, that in order to induce or help
induce these insurers to stay in the slate and write policies that we should have a Bar sponsorship plan. Bob Diers
was very helpful to our Committee, met with us several times, and gave us a lot of information and a lot of
assistance. And as we got towards the end of the year the W.F. Poe Company had filed and indicated they would
write policies in this State if they had Bar sponsorship. So we took sort of a middle ground. We recommended that
the Bar so-sponsor both the Shand-Morhan plans and the W. F. Poe Plans.
And, from what I understand, It has worked out quite well. There are quite a number of attorneys and firms
that have had the Diers Agency review both plans and give them recommendations as to which would be better; in
some cases the Poe plan was better for a firm, and in other cases the Shand-Morhan plan was better.
As time has progressed, we've discovered now that there are over 30 companies that have filed in North
Dakota. We haven't done any detailed study as to which are available now, who's writing it and so on. But if you
are interested in looking around at other policies, you might want to contact the Bar Office. Joel has a list of those
companies. Andyou can do some exploration on your own.
We have recommended, however, that the Bar Association continue the co-sponsorship of both the Shand Plan
and the Poe Plan. And we think that's a workable solution at least for the time being. It's something that the
Committee should continue to monitoras years go by, because it is a changing sort of thing.
We would like to make one recommendation to the Bar generally with regard to this. Please make sure that
you know what's in your policy. As you know now policies are generally written as claims-made policies. That is,
they cover you in the year the claim is made as opposed to previous policies that were generally occurrence
policies. The thing that you have to be concerned about is the coverage from previous years. How long is the tail
on
the policy? How far back does it go? Do you have excess coverage? Are you sufficiently covered? You don't want
toend up being underinsured.
You don't want to be like the time Ole's barn burned down and the insurance adjuster came out and looked at
the wreckage and said, "Well, your barn, Ole, was old and decrepit and worn out. And we can't give you a new one,
but we'll build you one just like the one you had." And Ole said, "If dat's the way you do business you can cancel
the policy I have got on the Mrs."
We rev iewed also our group life plan. We briefly reviewed the disability plan we have. And we looked into
group health and dental. We concluded that there wasn't any advantage in us trying to find a group health or dental
plan. They don't compete any better than what we can all get at bankers groups and so on. But we have felt that
there should be some substantial revisions in the life insurance plan. The group plan we now have is I think about
25 years old. There's virtually no new participation in it anymore. And we feel that if we are going to have group
life we ought to have it on the basis that makes it attractive to the younger members of the Bar and to all members
of the Bar.
The principal concern we have about making any kind of a switch in our group is to find a groupor a company
that will not only write new policies, but what will also take over existing policies that are owned by members of
the Bar in the Union Central Life Insurance Company. We understand that that's possible. Right now the policy is a
whole life policy. It pays dividends to the State Bar Association. And the dividends now pay about $5,000 a year.
That's a concern that the Bar should have, because if we switched over the new plan would not pay dividends and
that would be a reduction in the amount of money that's available to the Bar. We think it's a small consideration,
however, and we strongly recommend that we try a new plan.
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With the assistance of Bob Diers, and work in our Committee, we've devised a set of specifications. And these
specifications will be sent out to interested insurers over the next two months, I believe. We hope then to receive
bids from insurance companies setting out what kind of coverage they would have, what prices and so on. We have
strong reason to believe it will be very competitive with other group plans that are presently available. I think at
that point we would make a recommendation to the Executive Board and make whatever decision is necessary at
that point.
So you will be hearing more about the group life as we go along. If you have questions about this, Joel has kept
close contact with our Committee and I'm sure that he can help you. Or if you'd like to give me a call sometime,
please feel free to do so.
Thank you.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Lee Hagen.
We will now call on Karen Klein for a presentation of the Report on the Federal Practice Committee.
MS. KAREN KLEIN: Good afternoon. Jim Lamb is the Chairman of our Committee, but he apparently had to
leave town this morning, so he asked me if l would give the report of the Committee.
Jim has filed a report, and it's in the blue folder that you got if you want to look at it. I'll just give a brief
summary of it.
The Committee hasn't had many meetings. Basically our function is to serve as a liaison between the Federal
judiciary and the Bar. So our meetings primarily consist of attending the 8th Circuit Judicial Conference, which is
the only time we can get all of the Judges in the Circuit together, and then discuss with them problems and
projections for the future of practice in the Federal Courts.
Jim has listed five areas that he feels that the Committee should address during the following year.
The first is the Admissions Procedure. And this will change drastically when the Devitt Report is adopted. And
to date I guess that the Committee Report, the Devitt Committee Report, is just sort of in limbo. So there will be
some significant input from the Bar, we hope, before final adoption of the Devitt Committee Report.
The second area is the Student Practice Rule. Apparently the Committee's been working with the Law School
and the Federal Trial Bench trying to promulgate a satisfactory Student Practice Rule in the Federal Court. There
isn't one at all at this time. But Jim says that due chiefly to the change in administration in the Law School that we
haven't yet accomplished a Federal Practice Rule, but assures us that it will be considered soon.
The third area is CLE. This past winter the Committee sponsored a portion of a seminar in Bismarck
dedicated to Federal Practice. And it seemed to be quite successful. And it's an area that we will be pursuing in the
next year, also.
The fourth area is discipline. The Committee was to see what they could do about coordinating State and
Federal disciplinary activities. And this matter is now being pursued through the Chief Justice and the
Disciplinary Committee. And our Committee has been informed that something will be handled. Jim doesn't say
by who.
The fifth and final area is Local Rules. The Committee has requested an opportunity to be provided input on
behalf of SBAND into the Local Federal Rules. And the Committee was assured by Judges Benson and Van Sickle
that the Bar would be asked for comments and suggestions should any proposed Rule changes be made. This year
there were no Rule changes. But we will continue to press the Bar's interest in this area should Rule changes be
considered.
On July 8th of this year in Colorado Springs the 8th Curcuit Judicial Conference will be held, and the
Committee will be attending that Conference to meet with the Federal Judges. Jim would wish to invite any of you
attorneys from North Dakota who will be attending the Conference to please feel free to attend our Committee
meeting if you wish.
And Jim's last comment was to inform any members of the Bar who wish to question or challenge his report to
direct all of your complaints or gripes or whatever to him and not to me.
Thank you.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Karen. And I thank Jim Lamb for the request that the complaints be sent
to him. The other Committee members, if you have any questions or complaints, see Joel. I think it's very noble of
Jim Lamb.
I will now call on Doug Christensen for the CLE Committee Report. Doug.
MR. DOUGLAS A. CHRISTENSEN: The Report has been filed and pretty well summarizes our last year's
activities.
There was some complaint as to the notification procedures for our spring seminar. Jack McDonald has
graciously taken responsibility for the lateness of the notification of the Bar of our seminar in Jamestown.
However, it wasn't Jack's fault at all. And he has assumed responsibility that he shouldn't have assumed for the
problems in the notification. Jack lost all his speakers prior to that seminar but one. And three weeks prior to the
seminar all of his speakers had cancelled. And he frantically found speakers who frantically put together a
seminar that was poorly attended because of the notice, but, nevertheless, did come off. So Jack couldn't have the
CLE pamphlets published to give the notification. That is the main reason that the notification was so late. Not
because Jack wasn't doing his job or that the Committee hadn't set the format, rather that we had everybody quit
on us.
All right. Getting Jack off the hook, the Committee sponsored six seminars last year. This year we have six
seminars that the CLE Committee will be sponsoring. And so there will be no lack of notice as to when they are
proposed, and when they are going to take place, the first seminar will be in September in Bismarck. It will be our
Second Annual Bench & Bar Seminar. September 11th and 12th.
The next seminar will be held in conjunction with Homecoming and with the Young Lawyers' Section. The
topic will be Law Office Management.
On October 21st there will be a one-day seminar in estate planning. We will be utilizing Neil Hart once again.
We seem to have excellent attendance and excellent seminars when he participates with the Committee.
On November 21st and 22nd we will be having our annual December seminar. We could not get a time in
December for a Fargo facility. Therefore on November 21st and 22nd the Real Property Section of the Bar will be
holding a seminar in conjunction with the CLE.
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On February 27th and 28th we will be having a seminar in conjunction with the Trial Lawyers Association. The
location has not been picked, although I believe it may be in Bismarck.
And finally our spring seminar will be held in May. The topic has not been picked. It will be dealing in the
Commercial Law area again, corporations, partnerships, and will be in Jamestown.
One last comment other than our Report, and that is the CLE Commission was charged with presenting or
having 40 hours a year - actually 30 hours a year available to the lawyers in North Dakota so that they could meet
their mandatory CLE requirements. Last year the CLE Committee presented 39.25 hours. However, the CLE
Commission records reflect that 142.25 hours of CLE credit were approved in North Dakota. That means that
approximately 28 percent of the CLE credit that was approved by the Commission was presented by the CLE
committees, which means a lot of people are going out of state or elsewhere for their CLE.
The CLE Committee spent approximately $16,500 last year and we took in approximately $16,100. So we
showed a deficit of around $400. But we have a fund of some 10 or $12,000 that the State Bar Association has that we
use in reserve in case we are in a deficit spending situation. The upshot of that is that the future of CLE and the
CLE Committee in North Dakota reveals, based upon the fact of all the CLE hours, that - all the other CLE
programs we are in competition with reveals that the CLE Committee will be working more in conjunction with
sections of the Bar Association, such as the Young Lawyers Association or Section, the Real Properties &Probate,
and the Trial Lawyers Association. And we'll be trying to develop anywhere from three to six courses a year,
because that's aboutall we can really effectively provide the Bar.
Thank you.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Doug.
I will now call on Mr. Kenneth Pringle to give the Report for the Law Economic EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR GILBERTSON: Law Office Management.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: - Law Office Management, I'm sorry, in lieu of Mr. Bruce Howe, Chairman.
MR. KENNETH G. PRINGLE: Bruce Howe called me a couple days ago and asked if I would report for the
Committee today since he won't be getting in until late afternoon. You will find his Report for the Committee in the
loose material in the packet.
I just want to emphasize two things that the Committee primarily has been working on this last year; one of
which we know will come to fruition, the second one we are hopeful will come to fruition. The first one is a seminar
that was just referred to on October 2nd and 3rd in Grand Forks. And this will be the first Law Office Management
Seminar we've held in North Dakota for a number of years. And it will be a little different than those that some of
you may recall from the past in that the program has been designed to be helpful and attractive to not just
managing partners or law office administrator types, but to all lawyers, legal assistants, office administrators, in
the few instances where they exist, and probably also some of your more experienced legal secretaries to whom
you assign a lot of responsibility. We've got some of the top talent from around the country headlined by Harris
Morgan. Some of you may recall from the past what a job that he can do for us. Tom Clarke from Pheonix is
another. And as well as some local talents from within the state. And I'm sure that you will find it a worthwhile
program and one that all lawyers, legal assistants, administrators, and experienced legal secretaries can benefit
from.
The second thing may or may not occur, it's still in the formative stage. The Committee decided that we should
see if we could get one of the nearby or local educational institutions to set up a program to train legal assistants.
Currently the nearest program is the University of Minnesota. And from past contact with Roger Larson, who
headed up that program for a number of years, it's difficult to get people that graduate in that program, who are
primarily people who are in the Minneapolis-St. Paul area, to come out to the sticks, so to speak, in North Dakota
to work. They are looking for work right there in the Twin City area. Through Dan Twichell we approached the
Moorhead State University. They have been very receptive to the idea. All of you were circulated with a
questionnaire and a second follow-up. They are in the process now of, I understand, analyzing the results of that
questionnaire. And if the results are good, they will start the process of getting that program cleared. It will
probably take a year and a half to two years before the program will actually be instituted, and another couple of
years before any certificate graduates would be available. But I think it's a step in the right direction, because
glassistants, as many ofyou know, are here to stay, and we need 'em in the delivery of legal services.
The third program that we've been working on is just in the formative stage, and that's the Lawyer's Desk
Book. It's in the very beginning stages. It's not likely to come to fruition for another year or so.
Thank you.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Ken. I think Ken must have the record for membership longevity on a
committee. I think Ken has been on the Law Office Management Committee for about the last fifteen, sixteen
years. And I can't think of another member of the Bar who's had continuous membership for as long as he has.
MR. PRINGLE: Don't think it's quite continuous.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: We will pretend that it is, Ken. Ken didn't think it was quite continuous. But we use
tacking. So membership on another committee will accrue to membership on the initial committee.
We will call on Mr. Gary Lawrence for a Report from the Inquiry Committee East.
MR. GARY W. LAWRENCE: Mr. Chairman, the Inquiry Committe East, as you know, is composed of nine
members. And it used to be known as the Grievance Commission East, but that changed about three years ago.
And cases to our Committee are assigned out by Luella Dunn, who is the Secretary of the Disciplinary Board of the
Supreme Court. And these cases are assigned out to members of the committee or they can be assigned to Staff
Attorney Greg Morris for investigation. And the Committee itself has no prescreening authority. So sometimes
when a case appears to be frivolous on its face we still have to complete the investigation and send notices out to
the parties.
This year, from about June or July to the present we've had about 40 files that the committee has investigated;
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and we've dismissed 29 complaints that were brought, six attorneys received private reprimands, one attorney
received a public reprimand, and there was one recommendation for disbarment, and we still have three cases
pending.
The Committee does have authority to dismiss the cases. And all other action by the Committee, such as a
recommendation for a private reprimand or a public reprimand or disbarment, must be reviewed by the
Disciplinary Board of the Supreme Court.
IN like to publically acknowledge the members of the Committee. I notice we have Norm Mark here. And I'll
put their names into the record. Because hundreds of hours of work have gone in or have been put in by Committee
Members not only in their investigation, but in writing up the reports, and attendance at Committee meetings. And
those members are Alan Larivee from Grand Forks, Bernard Haugen from Wahpeton, Marian Stine from Fargo,
R. Jon Fitzner from Valley City, Richard Clapp from Grand Forks, Joseph Wold from Casselton, David Bailly
from Fargo, and David Kessler from Grand Forks.
In closing, I guess I'm going to agree with Mike Halpern's statement in his report to this Committee. Two of
the biggest problems we have seen on the Committee is the failure for the attorney to communicate properly with
his client, and, secondly, the delay in the handling of professional matters that come into the office. So I guess if we
could all dust off our files alittle bit, perhaps keep that client a little more informed, I think we'd perhaps all be in a
better situation in terms of these complaints.
Thank you very much.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Gary.
Now for the western counterpart we will call on Mike Halpern for an Inquiry Committee West Report.
MR. MICHAEL L. HALPERN: The Committee West is also a nine-member Committee that consists of myself
as the Chairman, Rauleigh Robinson from Mandan, Robert Holte from Stanley, John Dwyer from Bismarck, John
Olson from Bismarck, Don Peterson from Minot, Lee Fraase from Bismarck, Ron Reichert from Dickinson, and
Al Wahl from Williston.
The Committee West from the period January 1st, 1979, through May 7th, 1960, had 5 complaints on hand as of
January 1st, 1979, and received an additional 39 complaints. Since May 7th I believe we've received another 7.
During the course of the year of that original 44there were 23 complaints that were dismissed, 7complaints were
sent to the Disciplinary Board with a recommendation of some form of disciplinary action, including either private
reprimand, public reprimand, or suspension or disbarment. And, as Gary indicated, the Disciplinary Board
makes that decision. And if a formal complaint is to be issued, then the Supreme Court must approve it.
I don't believe there's anything else that's necessary for me to say. Gary pretty much indicated how I felt in
my report. The two major items are the fact that you don't return telephone calls, and that results in an unhappy
client, and that results in a letter to Lu Dunn, and that comes out to us. Or the failure to take care of a case over a
long period of time, or adelay in the handling of a case.
Thank you very much.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Mike.
Now we'll call on John Schneider, Chairman of the Prepaid Legal Service Committee. John.
MR. JOHN T. SCHNEIDER: I'd like to thank all the members of the Prepaid Legal Committee, but I'd
especially like to thank Joel Gilbertson for his enthusiasm and cooperation on this Committee throughout the year.
Apparently this goes throughout all the committees and throughout the Bar.
Prepaid legal insurance starts with the premium situation that it's a wonderful plan to offer quality, low-cost
legal services to a large part of the population that are not currently receiving it. In fact, I believe that it does. But
reception to prepaid legal insurance that I have seen is that it's a rather hostile consumer group to it, rather a little
bit of leerness on the part of the Bar, and the regulatory agencies have just really taken after prepaid legal
insurance. I think the general perception of the public is that the lawyers have finally caught up to the doctors and
are finally starting their own Blue Cross-Blue Shield plan.
When we first met last September we thought that our first goal was to get ourselves edified and to decide what
the role of the State Bar Association would be in prepaid legal insurance. We immediately discovered on this
Committee that there was an overwhelming reticence on the Committee alone not as to what role the Bar should
play, but as to whether the Bar should play any role at all. I think one thing we all had to come to accept is that
prepaid legal insurance is an idea whose time has come. It's here. It's going to be with us whether the Bar
Association stands by it or whether it gets actively involved. There are at least two insurance carriers that are
presently pedaling prepaid legal insurance in North Dakota, and there's at least one North Dakota law firm that
has its own closed-panel, in-house plan. There does not currently exist any regulatory scheme under our State
Laws for prepaid legal insurance.
We dismissed the idea of the State Bar Association having its own self-insured plan. It would appear under a
U.S. Supreme Court decision that came out in the latter part of last year that this is no longer possible. The thing to
be decided for the future, then, is whether the State Bar Association sponsors an insurance carrier, such as Blue
Cross-Blue Shield, which is very actively interested in the field, or whether the State Bar Association requires all
insurance carriers to submit their plan to the Bar Association for their stamp of approval.
The biggest job that is going to be coming ahead in the next year is to draft enabling legislation and to get it
through the North Dakota Legislature. It will not be such a difficult task in drafting it, as there are at least
seventeen model plans from other states. The biggest difficulty that I foresee is that these legislators are the same
consumers who are hesitant about this plan. It's not a plan to get a very few lawyers rich, it's a plan to deliver
quality, low-cost legal services to all of theconsumers of this Slate.
The regulatory schemes from the Federal and State agencies across the country are changing rapidly. It's a
very developing area with the IRS, ERISA, Taft-Hartley, and several other schemes that have become involved.
Eventually there will be enough court tests on this that I think that by next year North Dakota should be able to
come up with a safer plan.
Thank you.
(Applause.)
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PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you very much, John.
I have called on all persons that were in the room for Committee Reports at the time that we came to this part
of the business. Are there any Committee Chairmen now who came in subsequent to the first report so that they
would be able to come up and present their reports now?
Reports have been filed, and, as filed, they will be printed in the record as if they had been delivered in person.
We will do this just like the Congressional Record does. You'd think that those guys are always there attending to
business. They never are. But all of their reports and things are printed in the Congressional Record. And, God
Almighty, if they would be there attending business like the Congressional Record shows this country wouldn't be
in the state that it's in. It would be twice as bad.
At this juncture of the meeting it's time to call on President-Elect Phil Johnson who will present the proposed
1980-81 budget. Phil.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Thank you, Jon.
The proposed budget has been reviewed by the Budget Committee and also reviewed and approved by the
Board of Governors. The budget was posted outside. There are copies. Where are thecopies, Joel?
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR GILBERTSON: Back of the room.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Copies of the budget are at the back of the room. I will not go into the budget
as far as a detailed analysis. To summarize the major categories of the proposed budget:
Office expense of $89,950, that covers all items relating to the operation of the state office in Bismarck.
Officers' expenses $14,700. That includes the necessary expenses of sending your officers on their many
travels throughout the country,
Law School, there is an item of $11,000 which relates to Law Review and Law School Liaison.
General committee expenses relating to internal operations from Continuing Legal Education through
Alcoholism &Drug Abuse, a total of $19,300.
Disciplinary expense, Ethics Committee, Inquiry Committees, and Disciplinary Board, total of $29,300.
Public Affairs, which includes the informational service, legislation, unauthorized practice and related areas,
a total of $15,100.
Contingency fund of $8,000.
For total estimated budget expenditures of $187,400.
In that category, Public Affairs category, is an item of $6,000 for a Lawyer Referral Program, which has yet to
be acted upon by this body. In the event that that program were not approved that item would be deleted.
But those are the major budget categories. If there are any questions I can respond to right now, if not, I will
move the adoption of the budget as proposed and approved by the Board of Governors.
MR. KENNETH G. PRINGLE: Second.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: It's been moved by Chairman Johnson that the budget as reported be adopted. It was
seconded by Kenneth Pringle.
Is there any discussion on this proposed budget? All right. Ready for the question? All those in favor signify by
saying, "Aye." Opposed? The budget, as proposed and filed with the office of the State Bar Association, then is
adopted.
(Whereupon, the motion was presented by President Kerian and passed by the General Assembly.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Is there any new business? Or old business, rather? Is Marie Feidler here, please?
MS. MARIE M. FEIDLER: Yes.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Marie, through an omission yesterday, an oversight, one obituary, one memorial,
was not read. And as part of old business I will call on Marie Feidler to read then the memorial that was not read
yesterday through a grievous oversight and for which the Bar apologizes. Marie, would you come forward, please?
MS. FEIDLER: Our Executive Director is quite dependent on the clipping service, newspaper clipping
service, for information regarding the deceased members of the Bar. And the name of David L. Drey had not been
submitted to the office.
David L. Drey was born January 20th, 1920, in Breckenridge, Minnesota. He graduated from the high school
there and then served in the Army in World War II. After his discharge he attended the University of North Dakota
and recieved his Law Degree in 1949.
He married Mary Rose Welly April 18, 1953. In 1954 they moved to Washburn, where he practiced law until
moving to Minot in 1975. There he was in private practice and was appointed Assistant States Attorney in March of
1976. In July he was Appointed States Attorney upon the resignation of Richard Thomas, and in November won
election to the post. He served as states attorney until 1978 when he returned to private practice.
He was a member of the Ward County Bar Association, the State Bar Association of North Dakota and the
North Dakota States Attorneys Association.
He passed away September 19,1979.
Surviving him are three children; a son Andrew, and two daughters Claire Elaine and Rosie.
May we rise and for a moment give honor to David L. Drey?
Thank you very much.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Marie.
Is there any other old business with the excpetion of the proposed resolutions and motions that were made
yesterday which were held over, laid over, one day?
Are there any items of new business that anyone wishes to bring forth on the floor?
All right. At this time we will call for the vote, the discussion, on the proposed Lawyer Referral Service. Is
Richard Gross here, please?
MR. RICHARD J. GROSS: Yes.
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PRESDIENT KERIAN: Would you come forward, please, Dick? Would you refresh the memory of this body
at large, please, on the Lawyer Referral Service and what we will be voting on shortly?
MR. GROSS: As I indicated yesterday, the Committee has drafted proposed guidelines and proposed bylaws
for a Lawyer Referral Service that ultimately would be the responsibility of the Lawyer Referral Service
Committee to adopt or not adopt. What it primarily involves is a method of putting attorneys in touch with clients
or clients in touch with attorneys through their calling to the Bar offices through a Watts line number and being
referred then to an attorney hopefully in their geographical area. And we would also hope that the Lawyer
Referral Service actually schedules the appointment between the client and the attorney. Because studies have
shown through the various Lawyer Referral Services that there is a far less number of no-shows by that method.
Other than that, I guess I'd be happy to answer any qeustions in addition to what I presented yesterday.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Dick. Would you please stand by?
Ladies and gentlemen, there is a motion before the floor, duly seconded, for the adoption of this Lawyer
Referral Service Program. And I will now ask for any discussion. Yes.
MR. ROBERT O. WEFALD: Bob Wefald, Bismarck. I think this is an excellent idea, this Lawyer Referral
Plan. I think that the Committee, of course the Board of Governors, we discussed this several times. I think it' a
great idea. I know when I was President of the Burleigh County Bar Association I didn't quite understand what the
situation was. But there were a number of phone calls going into the headquarters of the State Bar Association,
and they would refer those to the President of the Burleigh County Bar Association. And I can just tell you that
there are a number of people that do call in that need referrals. And as a result of those calls we picked up quite a
few pieces of good business. I think it's a worthwhile thing for us to have. I think it should be statewide.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Bob Wefald.
Does anybody else wish to discuss this issue?
MR. SPARKLE GIERKE: Move the question.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Question was moved by Sparkie Gierke. Yes.
MR. PHIL BROWN: Phil Brown, Bismarck. I just had one question. That is, Bob referred to the question you
raised, what is the basis of the referral? Do you keep a list, for instance, of people who - although we don't have
formal specialization - people that maybe specialize in a particular area the client is asking about or is it on a
rotation basis? Or how would the referral be made?
MR. GROSS: Again, the final decision would be made by the Lawyer Referral Service. The recommendation
of our Committee at this point will be, first of all, it will be purely voluntary participation by the attorneys in the
state. And they would indicated any areas that they would not want to accept referrals in. Then from that list, and
going primarily by geographical bases, the person in the office who received the call would make a choice, and it
would be rotating. Correct?
MR. WEFALD: Dick, I think you should point out part of the proposal is that the lawyers in the state are going
to join this Referral Service. We are going to pay a fee to become members of the Lawyer Referral Service. And
we are going to indicate at the time we pay the fee which areas we want referrals in. Is that correct?
MR. GROSS: Correct.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Bob Wefald.
MR. WEFALD: We have recommended a fee of $25 per year for those who do wish to participate in the Lawyer
Referral Plan. Because there are many attorneys who will not want to and will receive no benefit at all from it
primarily because of the area of practice they are in, government attorney, or that they simply do not wish to
receive referrals.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Is there any other discussion? The question was moved. Call for the vote. All those in
favor of adopting the resolution signify by saying, "Aye." Opposed? Motion carried. Thank you, Mr. Gross.
(Whereupon, the motion was presented by President Kerian and passed by the General Assembly.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Another motion made yesterday regarded the implementation of a Specialization
Program for the State Bar Association of North Dakota. I will now accept a motion to either adopt or reject the
Specialization Committee Report.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR GILBERTSON: Motion was made yesterday.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: I'm sorry. That was done yesterday. I'm reading from old stuff. John Adams has
been writing my material. There was a motion made yesterday and duly seconded. I will call for discussion on the
motion from the floor. Does anybody wish to discuss the motion?
MR. RUSSELL R. MATHER: My name is Russell Mather. I'm from Bismarck.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Would you wish the speaker's platform, Mr. Mather?
MR. MATHER: I think so.
I'm not her to oppose or support the specialization theory, out I do want to share with you some comments that
I have received from attorneys in those states which have adopted a specialization situation. And confronting them
in Florida, which I believe is the elective state, was the immediate problem of: "Am I a specialist? Can I be
specialized without infringing on the rest of my practice? And what would the actual result be to the individual?"
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A private practitioner friend of mine down there who did extensive work in the criminal field said he felt like a
fish out of water if he was going to specialize in the criminal field, because he did handle a lot of other work in
various areas. And that the public reaction is that if you have a specialization that that really is your limitation and
that is your life. He said so in lieu of specializing or putting down his true specialization, he said, "I, like many
others, have a general practice certification." He said, "So I'm right back really where we were before we had
specialization." He also made the remark, and I thought possibly it was a bit strong, but he said, "You know,
sometimes we embellish zoological animals like a jackass with stripes so we can put him in the zoo and call him a
zebra." He said, "Unfortunately, we do have members of our Bar who would like to masquerade as zebras when
they are, in fact, jackasses."
I don't use this facetiously, because it does have an import of truth in it. And I, myself, am a specialist. I think
that everyone who deals with me knows that I primarily deal in the field of oil and gas. Now you all know I'm a
specialist, don't you? And I find that my specialty brings clientele to me notwithstanding a certification or a yellow
mark after my name. I feel that true specialty is evidenced by the work product which you produce and the word is
distributed. Possibly the true specialist can gain some benefit. But I wonder in my own mind whether or not
specialization in a state of our size at this point in time might well be delayed until we get a little more feedback
from those who have participated in it.
I know the Committee has worked hard. Very capable and able people. And it's almost heresy for someone to
stand up in opposition to the work that they have done. But I do feel at this point in time, for myself, I would like a
little more experience from the California people, from the Florida people, who have been vacillating, I believe, in
whether or not certification is, in fact, true. If we have ten hours above the hourly CLE requirements, then I
believe that the State Bar Association has the obligation to provide the members of the Bar that material so that
the specialization in all fields can be accomplished. If we have twenty specialized fields and we have ten hours in
excess in every field, we know that the CLE Committee is going to be the busiest doggone Committee in the United
States. The cost of CLE, for the younger lawyer who wishes to be certified, is pretty darned high. We travel to
Fargo, we travel here, we travel there, for the rural practitioner. It's not easy to get a plane, a train, to wherever
we're going for all of the specialization that he may desire.
So, I, for one, express my own feelings that possibly a little more time, a little more review, from what has
occurred in the other states, and possibly a state more our size. Not Calfiornia. I've been to California, I've been to
California courts. And I've been to Florida, and I've been in the Florida courts. And, thank God, I'm not in
California or Florida. And this is the way I feel; that one of the greatest benefits that we have in our integrated Bar
is our association in the smaller community. And I, myself, would like to see it delayed for awhile.
Thank you.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mr. Fleming.
MR. NEIL W. FLEMING: Neil Fleming from Cavalier. I don't think I need a mic. I have several questions and
concerns about this proposal. And, to be honest with you, as a smalltown private sole practitioner I'm concerned
about suddenly becoming nothing more than a runner for our big city law firms. But I think that - I have questions
on this proposal. And perhaps the President-Elect could address them. I think that before we adopt this proposal
we should have some more specifics. For example, what are going to be the areas that will be designated as
specialized areas? On Page 5 of the proposal it indicates the figure of 25 percent. Now are you going to let real
estate stand alone as a specialty? Are you going to combine it with probate or tax, or what is the plan? I think we
ought to have more details before this body acts on the proposal. And for that reason I again would urge that we
delay adopting it at this time and send it back for further study.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Would you care to respond to that, Mr. Johnson?
MR. FLEMING: I would make that in the form of a motion.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: I don't hear any motion. What's the motion? What was the motion, that it be sent back
for more study?
MR. FLEMING: Move that we send it back to the Committee for further study.
AN ATTORNEY: Out of order. Motion before the floor.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Where is my Parliamentarian? Come on up here, Lee.
MR. WILLIAM C. KELSCH: He's passed out.
MR. FLEMING: Mr. Chairman, in essence it's a motion to table.
MR. LELAND F. HAGEN: I think the motion is in order.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: You do, huh? I'll have to get a different Parliamentarian.
MR. HAGEN: I didn't ask for this job.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: This is carrying democracy too far. Lee, do you find the motion in order?
MR. WILLIAM D. YUILL: He can't find it yet.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: The motion to table is a preferred motion. And with a second it just passes on simple
majority.
MR. DOUGLAS A. CHRISTENSEN: Second.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mr. Fleming, you say that, in essence, your motion was a motion to table?
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MR. FLEMING: Yes.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: And was it seconded? By whom?
MR. CHRISTENSEN: Second.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Doug Christensen.
MR. CHRISTENSEN: Phil will kill me now.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: All right. Any debate on this? It's not a debatable motion, is it?
MR. YUILL: Not debatable.
MR. HAGEN: Not debatable.
PRESDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Mr Chairman, I think that is a totally ridiculous result. I don't know what
the ruling is, but I would appeal that ruling. I think if we are going to cut off debate at this point we are acting
without any informed discussion of the motion at all. I'd like to appeal the ruling, if that's the ruling.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: I understand the effect of a motion to table is to cutoff debate.
MR. MART VOGEL: Question.
MR. KELSCH: Mr. Chairman, could I suggest that if you are in favor of debate, vote against the motion.
MR. YUILL: Sure.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: It's as simple as that, is it, Mr. Kelsch?
The question has been called.
MR. DEAN WINKJEJR: That would be very similar to a motion for a directed verdict.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Yes, Mr. Winkjer. And if anybody objects, they are never granted.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Mr. Chairman, if that's the ruling I would rise to a point of personal
privilege to respond to the questions which were asked.
MR. CHRISTENSEN: Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw my second. Then you can debate it. I withdraw my
second, for the record.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Okay.
MR. FLEMING: I will withdraw the motion so we can debate it. But I want to renew it at the end of the debate.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Okay. Respond to his questions, will you please, Mr. Johnson?
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: There certainly is room for an understandable difference of opinion with
respect to the question on specialization. I don't think there is room for a dispute as to the fact of specialization, as
to the fact that this is a problem that we have to deal with. And I think it is the concern of the Committee, andthe
primary purpose of the Committee, to provide a vehicle for dealing with this problem. If, for example, we are to
determine in this group, in this body, all of the categories of specialization that are going to exist for the indefinite
future, we are going to dissolve into chaos. Because that type of problem just isn't going to be effectively resolved
by this type of body, it's going to be resolved by some kind of a regulatory board that has authority to deal with the
problem.
I think that we are not proposing that we run into specialization. And even once this proposal is submitted, and
it can, of course, be submitted for action to the Court by any individual lawyer, the whole process of rule making
which the Court goes through, with the comments and adjustments that any individual lawyer can make, will be
considered. We are proposing simply, and the report simply requests, that we do submit a proposal to the Court,
and that we are not asking for unanimous agreement as to the exact content of that proposal. We have provided
what we consider an acceptable framework. Individual lawyers are certainly free to disagree as to specifics with
respect to that framework. But insofar as we do not, in effect, assume the obligation of dealing with sp.cialization,
then questions of lawyer advertising, with respect to paiticular competence, questions of who will determine
special categories, there are a number of organizations that are proposing to determine specialty qualifications
and categories for you.
It is the view of the Committee, and has been my view, that we in the Bar and within the judicial system in
North Dakota should determine our own destinies with respect to specalization categories and qualifications.
Now certainly we are a small Bar. And we may be a rural Bar. But as I initially understood it Russ was not
speaking for or against specialization. I got a somewhat different impression. But Russ himself categorizes
himself as a specialist. Now if that is the case, the public has a right to know that. And it seems to me that we have
an obligation for determining how the public is to get that information. So that while we may not - and there is no
necessary conclusion that we will suddenly be inundated with a whole variety of categories of specialization. I
think it's quite likely that we are talking about initially establishing some categories for which there may be no
dispute. For example, there are people who are devoting most of their practice to Motor Carrier Law. And nobody
disagrees with that. But then we are also getting into categories like, for example, real estate or probate where
somebody, in fact, is devoting their time, the bulk of their time and education, to that category, and have no
means, at least no proper means, under the present circumstance of explaining to their clients or acquiring the
official status that they really should he entitled to.
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But this is not something that's going to be adopted in the whole cloth. We have to feel our way. But if we do not
have a vehicle for dealing with the problem - for example, what are we going to do about questions of lawyer
advertising where people are holding themselves out as specialists? What are we going to do if we do not have any
program for dealing with the specialist question? I think that we are in very poor circumstances to object or
restrict lawyer advertising relating to specialties or special competence if we do not have a program to deal with
the area of specialization.
Thank you.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Yes. Name, please.
MR. BOYD L. WRIGHT: Boyd Wright from Grand Forks.
Question for Mr. Johnson. Would you please clarify on Page 5, Section 8.3, is that, in fact, 10 hours of CLE
credit, is that in addition to the current 15 hours a year or PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: No.
MR. WRIGHT: - or part of that 15?
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: No. We did not adopt the more stringent standard in Minnesota. Right now
most of us are taking or have a minimum of 15 hours. I would expect that a majority of the people in this room are
running 25, 30 hours or more of Continuing Legal Education in agiven year. Within that category you are, no doubt,
spending a good portion of those hours in the areas that you practice. And I would guess that you probably are
spending 10 hours or more in your major area of practice if that is your inclination. So that our proposal is not to
add on requirements, but simply you have to differentiate that you have 10 hours in your particular specialty
category.
MR. DAVID L. PETERSON: Dave Peterson from Bismarck.
Did the Committee look at any of the other states that have the specialization; in particular regard to Page 2
and 3 where you have the specific statement that says even though you are not certified as a specialist you can
continue to practice ina certain area? And the question that I would have is what experience, if any, have the other
states had insofar as somebody getting sued for malpractice that is practicing in an area that he is not specialized
in? What standard is he held up to, and is there an affect on the malpractice rates of someone who is not
specialized, but practicing in that area?
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: I don't think there's any - no plan that I'm aware of has set up any
requirement that you are excluded from practice based on not being specialized in a particular area. The effect on
malpractice insurance is very much a speculative factor. Who knows what the insurance carriers use as a basis
for their malpractice rates. Nobody that I know is able to explain it. But all of the existing programs and the ABA
model program contemplate that this is a voluntary additional obligation that you are assuming. You are, in
effect, assuming an obligation to establish and maintain additional qualifications for yourself as a specialist in this
gerticular area of practice. It's quite possible that one of the categories, one of the specialization categories, can
general practice. There is nothing to prevent that. And it's quite likely that could be adopted. Similar to a
Family Practice specialization or residence in the medical field. But the specialty category is simply an additional
obligation that the specialist assumes in order to hold himself out as having that additional qualification and
experience.
MR. MICHAEL S. McINTEE: Mike Mclntee from Towner.
Mr. Johnson, when you were just talking a few minutes ago you made it sound like this was going to be a goslow process. If you have read it, this thing is in effect in 75 days, September 1st. And specialties start January 1st.
If the Board is going to start meeting in 75 days they should have some idea what the categories are going to be
right now. You know, we're going to vote on this thing blind. Are we ever going to be able to get it back, maybe
throw it out if we don't like it, or is it going to be Board, the Supreme Court, and we're out?
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Well, there is nothing to prevent anybody from petitioning the Court as far
as a rule is concerned. But this whole process, this Board isn't going to be some pie-in-the-sky group. This is a
group of fellow lawyers appointed by your Board of Governors. This isn't somebody off somewhere with which you
have no knowledge or contact. And each of these decisions is going to have to be made based on input from the
lawyers. So that once the Board is established you start considering these additional questions as to what the
categories are. That's the first step that they are apt to consider.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mr. Bossart, you've gota question? Yes, Mr. Bossart, I recognize you.
MR. DAVID R.BOSSART: David Bossart from Fargo.
Phil, I just have two questions. The first one is more mechanical than anything. And maybe you can explain it.
Is there a reason why we are proceeding in the form of recommending this as a Rule to the Supreme Court? Is that
the only way this can be adopted by our Association?
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: I think that the recommended approach with respect to plans of this type is
adoption by Supreme Court Rule. Obviously this is an area in which the Supreme Court has jurisdication. And, as a
practical matter, the subject of specialization and action was initiated, in part, by an Advisory Committee of the
Supreme Court. So it is entirely possible for an Advisory Committee of the Supreme Court to initiate that type of
action and initiate proposals. I don't see any other vehicle for setting up the program other than a legislative
action, which Idon't think we would want to get involved with.
MR. BOSSART: I just wanted to clarify that.
The second question I have relates to the last sentence. I don't mean to sound picky, because basically I'm for
this in a qualified sort of a way. Which clarifies everything I'm saying. On Page 3, the last sentence, Paragraph
5.8. I'll just read it so you don't have to look at it. It says: "A lawyer not recognized as a Board-recognized
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specialist under this Rule shall not advertise or otherwise hold himelf or herself out as having particular
competence in any field of law, whether or not such field is designated as a specialty by the Board."
My understanding is that this is a voluntary thing. And that statement says that I cannot tell my client - ifmy
client says, "Will you handle -I will use an absurd example; probate. "Will you handle my probate?" And Isay,
"Yes." And they say, "Are you an expert in probate?" I can't tell 'em if I am because I have not been Board
Certified. That seems to put jurisdiction over me, who has not volunteered to become a specialist, you see. And I
think that's inconsistent with the voluntary nature of the beast. If I decide I want to hold myself out as a specialist,
then I will, you know, do whatever I have to do to become one, apply or whatever. But I wonder why that sentence
was included.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: The sentence was included in an attempt to make clear that if somebody is
going to hold themselves out as having special competence, specializing in, or, in other words, utilizing that
connotation, that they would have to be certified or a recognized specialist under this Rule. The problem is
advertising people holding themselves out as specialists with no particular qualifications or method of
determining their qualifications.
MR. WILLIAM J. JOHNSON: You are covering it all, though, aren't you Phil, by saying, "I think you really
need advertising?"
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Essentially, yes.
MR. JOHNSON: To the public. But you're covering the whole works there.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Would you give your name for the record, please?
MR. JOHNSON: Bill Johnson, Northwood.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mr. Dahl.
MR. ROBERT E. DAHL: Bob Dahl, Grafton.
I don't vacillate like Boasart. I'm unequivocally opposed to this program. And I will tell you why, based on a
philosophical concept. In response to a question that was raised by Dave Peterson, it is going to affect your
malpractice later. North Dakota, as I'm sure you realize, our Court has adopted the Locality Rule for lawyers. The
Locality Rule for lawyers, as far as competence is concerned is the whole State of North Dakota. The states of
Washington and California at the present time, the Supreme Courts of those states have already come down with
Rules that state that if a specialist would have done it in a certain way and you don't do it as well as the specialist
then you are subject to a malpractice claim. Now that's what's going to happen here in North Dakota. I don't
object to the raising of the level of competency under Canon XI. I think all lawyers should be competent. But what
is the level of competence? Is it going to be established by this Board? And, as far as that's concerned, you know as
well as I do that people come and go and graduate from Law School, they graduate from a lot of other schools, and
that doesn't mean, the fact that they have got the diploma in their hand doesn't mean, they are an expert. You and
I also know there are some good orthopods and there are some crummy orthopods. The specialty thing is only a
designation. North Dakota I don't think has come to the state where we really have to advertise to people that,
"I'm an expert," in whatever it happens to be. Word of mouth still works pretty well around here. And if .the
Postal Service keeps on going the way it is, we'll go back to the Pony Express for passing the word around. Phil
and his committee have done a lot of work on this. But from my experience in the ABA, the states that have
adopted specialties are backing off. California, for example, young lawyers shot down a proposal by the Board of
Governors out there to include other specialties. The young lawyers in California are particularly concerned about
specialty designation in California.
Florida's gone along. If you look at his card "Mather, Russell," on his name tag there. Florida is a farce. It's a
self-designation thing. And everybody is grandfathered in. And, sure, it's convenient for advertising - but it's
false advertising, as far as I'm concerned.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mr. Fleming.
MR. FLEMING: I will renew my motion to table.
MR. MART VOGEL: Question.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mr. Christensen, are you going to renew your second.
MR. CHRISTENSEN: No.
MR. THEODORE F. KESSEL: I will second it.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Ted Kessel from LaMoure.
Okay. Ready for the question? All those in favor signify by saying, "Aye." Opposed?
AN ATTORNEY: Suggest a division of the House.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Good enough. Proctors, will you come up and help me c'.nt? See if one German, one
Norwegian and one Bohunk can all come up with the same answer. You take this side. Merv, you take this side.
Otherwise, I know we won't come up with the same answer.
AN ATTORNEY: Will you expain the vote, please?
PRESIDENT KERIAN: All those in favor of the tabling motion please stand. And as the proctor passes-
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MR. WINKJER: Standing means what?
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Means the motion for specialization as proposed is tabled.
And then would you please sit as the proctor passes you? Just go up the aisles, boys. Pass a hat, too. If you
haven't forgotten the numbers by the time you have gotten up here, would you report them to the secretary,
please?
MR. ROBERTA. FIELDER: 23.
MR. MICHAEL G. STURDEVANT: 23.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Report your number to them.
MR. MERVIN TUNTLAND: 28.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: You got how many?
MR. TUNTLAND: 28.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Those voting nay on the tabling motion, please stand. Would you gentlemen please
conduct the count?
Will the Secretary please report the poles?
SECRETARY-TREASURER STURDEVANT: 51 aye, 44 nay.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: The simple majority having voted to table the motion, the motion is tabled.
MR. ROBERT E. DAHL: Mr. President.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mr. Dahl.
MR. DAHL: Now that this matter has been determined, I would like to say this, and I think I speak for a
number of people here who may have voted in favor of the motion to table, I don't think that our voting in that
manner means or meant that we are unalterably opposed to specialization, per se. I think what it indicates, I hope
to Phil and his Committee, was expressed by the gentlemen from Cavalier, that we want to go a little more slowly.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Right.
MR. DAHL: I think there should be quite a bit more publicity and a lot more particulars on it. And ifthe Bar in
the future decides that's the way they want to go, then I think - what I'm saying is that let's not drop the thing
completely.
PRESIDENT KERIAIN: Well, there is a Specialization Committee that has been adopted as a Committee of
the Bar. It is funded, I believe, in the budget. So the Committee work can continue, can go on. And it shall.
MR. JACK McDONALD: One question. You brought up the advertising. Has the Bar's proposal for
advertising, has that been approved? Have we got an approved Advertising Rule in North Dakota?
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Yes, we do.
MR. McDONALD: Does that allow you to designate areas of concentration?
PRESIDENT KERIAN: No.
MR. McDONALD: I thought it did.
MR. WILLIAM C.KELSCH: It allows you to designate or limit your practice to certain areas. You can't call
yourself a specialist.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Who says you can't? That's one of the problems with this thing.
MR. KELSCH: That Rule does.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: There is a fellow in the yellow pages in the northwestern part of the state who
advertises himself as being a specialist in personal injury, probate and divorce. I've seen him in divorce court,
I've never seen his name involving a probate. And every time he gets a personal injury accident he brings in an
out-of-town lawyer to try it. He advertises himself as a specialist.
MR. McDONALD: Jon, doesn't our Advertising Rule then allow you to advertise areas you are limited to
practice in? Is that right?
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mike Halpern, you can anser thesequestions. You made the presentation in this.
MR. MICHAEL L. HALPERN: There are two areas which you are allowed to designate. Admiralty law and
patent laware the two areas you are allowed to advertise your specialty in.
MR. McDONALD: That's before the Advertising Rule?
MR. HALPERN: That's also in the New Advertising Rule that's adopted.
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MR. McDONALD: But doesn't that - didn't - I thought the Rule that went up to the Court allowed you to do
the other, areas to limit otherwise.
MR. HALPERN: Well, that was one of the problems, and why we had hoped that this Rule on Specialization
would be passed, to sort of fill in the blanks or the problem areas of the Rule that was adopted by the Supreme
Court on advertising. And that Rule on Advertising, the problem you get into is the question of whether or not can
you - you can't specialize. You can't say, "I'm a specialist," in any area. You might be able to say that you limit
your practice.
MR. McDONALD: Okay. That's the question I want to ask. Can you do that in North Dakota now? Can you say,
"I limit my practice to probate. I limit my practice to personal ihjury." Can you do that in North Dakota now?
MR. HALPERN: Yes.
MR. McDONALD: Okay.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: It's been held, however, MR. McDONALD: That's all I wanted.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: In states where they do let you limit your practice, it's been held that you cannot go
into any other field of practice. You must stay in that field or you have transgressed the bounds of the Canons.
MR. MAURICE E. COOK: Mr. Chairman? Maurice Cook, Bismarck.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Yes.
MR. COOK: Are you sure about that? Doesn't that New Rule say that you can only advertise that
specialization or limitation of practice in areas designated by the Committee of this Bar Association? Isn't that the
Catch 22 in this whole proposition?
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Right now, as Iunderstand it, we have the Canons of Professional Responsibility. The
Canons of Professional Responsibility designate that there are only two areas you can hold yourself out as a
specialist, admiralty and patent. Now we do have the situation where we, under the First Amendment, and under
the Rules of the Supreme Court, we may advertise. However, we cannot advertise in derogation of the Rule that
says we can only hold ourselves out as a specialist in those two fields.
MR. WILLIAM C.KELSCI: Mr. Chairman?
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Yes, Mr. Keisch.
MR. KELSCH: I think we have got to keep in mind our specialty in admiralty. We only have other specialties if
there is a group - or a New Rule passed, and we have just tabled that. There won't be any new specialties, You
have got to distinguish between "specialty" and "advertising." That's not saying you are a specialist. That's
saying you limit your practice. Now if you say you limit your practice to probate, under our Disciplinary Rules, as
I read it, you must just do probate; probate, negligence cases, contracts. And I think that's a legitimate
advertisement. I'm not saying I'm a specialist, I'm simply saying I limit my practice to those fields.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Limit your practical to big-ticket, low-work cases.
MR. ROBERT A.WHEELER: May I rise to a point of order? Mr. president, there is a motion pending. All of
this discussion is out of order unless there is a motion to suspend the Rules or some other motion made.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: One of these fancy guys from Bismarck.
All right. Let's go on to other business.
The Committee, as was suggested by Mr. Dahl, should continue, and it will. It's a funded Committee. And it is
a Committee that has been established by the State Bar Association.
There is before us a resolution which would reduce the fees for a licensed inactive member to 75.00. That
motion to adopt the resolution was made yesterday after having been read by Mr. Sturdevant. I will now call for a
vote on that motion. Or is there any discussion on the motion?
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Mr. Chairman?
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Yes, Mr. Johnson.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Having had such great success thus far in supporting particular actions,
there were a couple other items that I wanted to support and mention, which are probably out of order, but I'll take
a moment. One was I think it should be considered at some point that Bob Wefald be declared an honorary alumnus
of the University of North Dakota Law School. And in the alternative MR. ROBERTO. WEFALD: I accept.
MR. ROBERT E. DAHL: Now continue to the foundation.
MR. WEFALD: My check's been mailed.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: In the alternative I think that Lee Hagen should be awarded the Frank
Kosanda Memorium Humor Award.
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MR. LELAND F. HAGEN: You are a close second for that.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Getting back to the subject at hand, we are proposing that there be a
reduced fee for inactive members. And I think that basically is just and appropriate, because we had two
categories of people; (1) people that are out of state and are not practicing, and (2) people that prefer not to
comply with the mandatory CLE requirement and not engaged in active practice, but yet retain their membership
in the Association. And certainly it is appropriate and reasonable that these people pay a reduced fee for retaining
their membership, but not their active license to practice.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mr. Mather.
MR. RUSSELL R. MATHER: Russell Mather from Bismarck. It is also incorporated as a part of that that the
CLE requirements are, in fact, waived if you accept their dues.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Yes. When you are on inactive status you need not comply with the CLE requirement.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: You can go on inactive status.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Yes. Mr. Johnson has spoken eloquently in favor of this. Is there anybody who would
care to speak in opposition? All right. The question has been called. All those in favor signify by saying, "Aye."
Opposed? Motion carried.
(Whereupon, the motion was presented by President Keran and passed by the General Assembly.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: The Chair will now call on Mr. Dean Winkjer for proposal of resolutions by the
Resolutions Committee.
DEAN WINKJER: Mr. president, gentlemen, ladies. The Resolution Committee has worked long and hard at
this. And I want to thank my Committee for the work that they have done.
Resolution No. 1.
WHEREAS, the City of Fargo has most graciously opened their City to the lawyers and judges of North
Dakota, and
WHEREAS, the lawyers of Imperial Cass have royally hosted the lawyers and judges of North Dakota, and
WHEREAS, all the lawyer and judge members of the State Bar Association of North Dakota have been
intellectually and culturally enriched by the program and entertainment of this Annual Meeting,
NOW THEREFORE, Be It Resolved by the lawyer and judge members of the State Bar Association of North
Dakota that the City of Fargo and Cass County Bar Association accept our gratitude for their hospitality and
friendship in hosting the Annual Meeting, and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that copies of this Resolution be forwarded to the Honorable Jon Lindgren,
Mayor of the City of Fargo, and Patrick Weir, President of the Cass County Bar Association.
Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of the resolution.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Is there a second?
MR. SPARKLE GIERKE: Sparkie Grerke.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mr. Gierke seconds. You have heard the resolution. All those in favor signify by
saying, "Aye." Opposed? Hearing no "nay" votes, a unanimous ballot will be cast in favor of the resolution.
MR. DEAN WINKJER: Mr. Chairman.
WHEREAS, for the past year Randy Lee has served our profession and the State of North Dakota as Acting
Dean of the Law School at the University of North Dakota, and
WHEREAS, his dedication in this position has served us excellently,
NOW, THEREFORE, Be It Resolved by the State Bar Association of North Dakota that we express our
gratitude to Randy Lee for his service as Acting Dean of the University of North Dakota Law School, and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution be forwarded to Randy Lee.
MR. KENNETH G. PRINGLE: Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of the resolution.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Seconded by Mr. Pringle.
You have heard the resolution. All those in favor signify by saying, "Aye." Opposed? Motion carried
unanimously.
(Whereupon, the motion was presented by President Kerian and passed by the General Assembly.)
MR. DEAN WINKJER: Mr. President, I saved the tough one until last.
WHEREAS, Jon Kerian has dedicated the greater portion of the last two years toward the development and
improvement of the State BarAssociation of North Dakota, and,
WHEREAS, Jon Kerian has been truly committed to the improvement of our great profession, and
WHEREAS, during the last year Jon Kerian has transversed the veil between the Bench and the Bar,
NOW, THEREFORE, Be It Resolved by all the members of the State Bar Association of North Dakota that our
gratitude for services past and our best wishes for a new career be thankfully expressed to Jon Kerian, and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Honorable Jon R. Kerian.
Mr. President-Elect, I move the adoption of this resolution.
PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: Are there MR. DANIEL J. CHAPMAN: Move that it be tabled.
(Applause.)
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PRESIDENT-ELECT JOHNSON: He has brought along his hat, and he's ready to leave. So all those in favor
signify by saying, "Aye." Opposed? Hearing none, congratulations, Jon.
(Whereupon, the motion was presented by President-Elect Johnson and passed by the General Assembly.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you very much. Dean, you are too generous and typically self-effacing to give
credit to all the members of your Committee. I have a sneaking suspicion that you did the lion's share of this work
yourself.
MR. ROBERT E. DAHL: Mr. President, I would like to have Representative Winkjer explain to us what the
difficulty was he hadwith the last resolution.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: I don't know about the last resolution, but calling me a "transvestite" I didn't think
wasappropriate.
Gentlemen, I would like to ask your wishes, if you'd like to take a break now and then come back for the
election of officers, or if we should just sail along and finish early? Bite the bullet, ay? Okay.
I will then call for the election of officers for the State Bar Association of North Dakota. There are two offices
to fill.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR GILBERTSON: Three.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Three offices, Joel? That of Secretary-Treasurer, President-Elect.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR GILBERTSON: ABA Delegate.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Yeah. And ABA Delegate. That's right.
We will take the ABA Delegate first. Would anybody care to place in nomination any person's name for ABA
Delegate from the State Bar Association of North Dakota to the American Bar Association? Mr. Gierke.
MR. SPARKlE GIERKE: Ladies and gentlemen of the Bar, I'll be very brief. I'd like to place in nomination
the name of Bob Dahl who is currently serving as our ABA Delegate and who has done so for the last six years. Bob
is a Past President of this Bar Association, he's Chairman of the Real Property, Probate & Trust Section of this
Bar Association, he's a member of the Council of General Practice Section of the ABA. And as a part of that
Section he's Chairman of the Probate &Estate Planning Committee in that Section.
He's a second-rate golfer, and that allows him to make a lot of friends by giving his money to various golfers
around the United States. I think he's done an excellent job. I think he's a really fine individual. I had the privilege
of serving with him when I was on the Executive Committee of the Bar. He has a lovely wife, Jean. I think they are
great ambassadors for the State of North Dakota. And I would like to see him reelected.
Thank you very much.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mr. Dahl, do you have somebody to second your speech?
MR. ROBERT E. DAHL: I did have, but I don't know whether he wants to follow.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Is there a second to the nominating address, please?
MR. ROBERTA. WHEELER: Yes.
MR. GERALD D. GALLOWAY: Yes, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Jerry Galloway from Dickinson.
MR. ROBERT A. FIELDER: Move the nominations cease, rules be suspended, unanimous ballot be cast for
Bob Dahl.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: You heard the motion of Mr. Feidler.
MR. RAYMOND R. RUND: Second.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Second by Ray Rund of Finley.
Call for the vote. All those in favor signify by saying, "Aye." Opposed? Motion carried. Unanimous ballot will
be placed on the record as having been cast in favor of Bob Dahl for ABA Delegate.
(Whereupon, the motion was presented by President Kerian and passed by the General Assembly.)
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: The next position to fill will be that of the Secretary-Treasurer of the State Bar
Association. And I now call for nominations to be made from the floor for that office.
MR. JERALD L. ENGELMAN: Jerry Engelman, Mayville.
From the City of Grand Forks, and many times in, and/or from the State of Confusion, and the current
President of the Young Lawyers Section, I nominate Tim Beaton.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: The name of Tim Beaton has been placed in nomination. This office traditionally goes
to the outgoing President of the Young Lawyers Section of the North Dakota Bar Association, this year Mr. Beaten.
Is there a second to his nomination?
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MS. MARIE M. FEIDLER: Second.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Been seconded by Marie Feidler.
Are there any other nominations for the office of Secretary-Treasurer?
MR. NEIL FLEMING: Move the railroad.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: That's not good enough. Does somebody have the official language, please, to place in
this record? That deprives a good office of a lot of dignity.
MR. ROBERT A. FEIDLER: Mr. President, I move the nominations be ceased, riles suspended, and a
unanimous ballot be cast.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you Mr. Feidler. And you can write that out and give that to Mr. Fleming.
You heard the motion. All those in favor signify by saying, "Aye." Opposed? Congratulations, Mr. Beaton.
(Whereupon, the motion was presented by President Kerian and passed by the General Assembly.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Now last office to fill is that of the President-Elect of the North Dakota State Bar
Association whose term will begin a year from now to succeed J. Philip Johnson who will become President
effective tomorrow.
Are there any names to be placed in nomination for the office of President-Elect of the North Dakota State Bar
Association?
MR. MART VOGEL: Mr. Chairman, I have a candidate.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mr Mart Vogel You may speak in your candidate's behalf.
MR. MART VOGEL: Mr. Chairman, this Association for as long as my memory goes back, and I confess that is
plenty, has always selected the best. Let this year be no exception. Paul Kloster, as most of you know, is a trial
lawyer from Dickinson. Some of us in Fargo are just as well pleased that Dickinson is over 300 miles from the Red
River Valley, and hope that Kloster will stay there.
Paul, graduating in 1959 from the University, has been a stalwart of the North Dakota Bar Association, as have
the members of his law firm, for as long as I can remember. From Mackoff, to Kellogg, to Kirby, all of whom have
preceded him as members of that prestigious group in the western city. So he follows in the path of those
prominent members of the Bar, and, as such, has served as President of the Sixth Judicial District Association,
was on the Board of Governors of the State group, on the Continuing Legal Education Committee, a member of the
Rules Committee, and the TrialPlanning group.
I suspect, Mr. Chairman, that whenever the chips are down Paul Kloster, when he becomes head of this
Association, will stand up against those practicing over regulation and the proliferation of rules which, in my
judgment, at least, stultifies our practice. In a word, I think, as Justice William Douglas long ago proclaimed, "He
will want to get government off our backs." And he is not afraid to say so to ourjudges and to our people.
So it is, Mr. Chairman, with real pleasure, that I nominate a very old friend - I shouldn't call him "old" - a
very old and good, but young, friend, Paul Kloster, as President-Elect of the State Bar Association of North
Dakota.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Mart.
The Chair recognizes Sparkie Gierke for a seconding address.
MR. SPARKE GIERKE: I don't want to say that Paul was in tough shape to get a person to second. I guess he
figured he had this thing pretty well wired before he asked me, because I understand that a couple of his first two
choices was that he had asked Frank Kosanda to give the delivery and Tim Davies to write the material.
I should say with response to Mr. Vogel's comments that I'm pleased to second the nomination of Paul Kloster.
And your wishes that he remain in the western part of the State are fine with us, because while he's a formidable
opponent, he's a fine gentleman, a very competent lawyer. He's always a pleasure to work with or against. That
depends on how you define "pleasure," I guess, with regard to when he's against you. But he's a fine individual. I
have served with him also on the Executive Committee. He's very hard working, he's very effective. Lovely wife
Gay will be a fine First Lady for this Association. I know that he's held in very high esteem both professionally and
personally among the lawyers in the western part of the State with whom he works most of the time, and,
accordingly, I'm very pleased to second that nomination.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Mr. Gierke.
MR. ROBERT A. FIELDER: Mr. President, move that the nominations be closed PRESIDENT KERIAN: Just a minute, please. Are there any other nominations? Any further seconding for
the name already placed in nomination?
Mr. Feidler, did you have a motion to make?
MR. FEIDLER: Move nominations be closed, the rules suspended, and unanimous ballot cast for Paul.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: I was going to ask Mr. Fleming to do that one to see if he learned anything.
You have heard the motion. All those in favor signify by saying, "Aye." Opposed? Very fine. Paul, would you
come forward, please?
(Whereupon, the motion was presented by President Kerian and passed by the General Assembly.)
(Applause.)
MR. PAUL G. KLOSTER: I know you all have other things in mind at this point, so let me suffice it to say that I
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will attempt to continue to maintain and hopefully improve'the excellence of this Association in all of its phases.
Thank you very much.
(Applause.)
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Paul. I know that you shall.
Is there any person who wishes to be heard or has something to bring before this body? Anything for the good
of the Order, as we say in fraternal organizations?
MS. MARIE M. FEIDLER: Mr. President.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Mrs. Feidler.
MS. FEIDLER: I should like to make a comment from our Law Related Education Committee. We have had
our pilot project in Grand Forks, and it has worked very well the past year. Four public school teachers are going
to San Antonio - three teachers and I are going to San Antonio for a three-weeks' institute training session, so we
can better train teachers, at the end of this month.
But I'm so glad that Paul Kloster is going to be serving as President-Elect this year. Two days ago I received a
call from Dickinson that they have seventy teachers who have signed up for a course this coming fall, if they get
the lawyers to teach them, and will perhaps have a hundred. And they haven't yet asked the high school teachers.
So you've got a big job out there. I hope you will start a project that will be as successful as the one we had in Grand
Forks. And we're all ready to help. The money for our films, filmstrips, and cassettes, has all come from the State
Bar Association from the Special Budget. And those materials are all for your use. So ask us for it, we'll help you.
And I hope you have a good season.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Thank you, Marie.
(Applause.)
Is there anything else to come before the body?
MR. DWIGHT C. H. KAUTZMANN: Mr. President, I move we adjourn.
UNIDENTIFIED ATTORNEY: Second.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Before that, I'd like to make a couple of comments about tonight. Remember we are
going to have an excellent banquet, excellent dinner tonight, with fine entertainment. We should all go there.
The Board of Governors will meet tomorrow morning at 9 o'clock. In which room, Joel?
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR GILBERTSON: 701.
PRESIDENT KERIAN: Room 701. Yeah. Room 701.
And being nothing else to come before the body, motion having been made to adjourn, this assembly is now
declared adjourned.
Thank you.
(Whereupon, the General Assembly was adjourned at 3:33 o'clock P.M.)
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